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Mr. TOMPKINS (the floor being yielded) rose 
for the purpose of making a suggestion to his 
friend from Arkansas. He was willing, under the 
circumstances, to vote to the children of Colonel 
Yell some bounty as an evidence of the gratitude | 
of the Government for his patriotic services and 
jis fearful sacrifice. His friend had remarked 
that these children were without any parent—the 
mother having been gathered to the tomb prece- 
ding the time when the father fell a sacrifice in the 
cause of his country—and also that the estate was 
ereatly embarrassed. Now, he suggested whether 
the resolution directing the payment of this money || 
wo the legal representatives of Colonel Yell would | 
accomplish the generous object for which it was 
intended? Would it not go in with the other as- 
sets and fall into the hands of the creditors, and 
leave the children in want? He abominated the 
maxim that republics are ungrateful, and was wi l- || 
ing to show its falsity in this instance by voting || 
this bounty—for, after all, it must be considered in | 
the light of a bounty; but a bounty voted thus out | 
of gratitude for the services of the gallant and pa- 
triotic father ought not justly to fall into the hands 
of creditors, but should be secured for the benefit || 
of the orphan children, and be lodged for the pres- 
ent in the hands of a guardian. He suggested to | 


| 


the gentleman from Arkansas whether some such | worthy, and a respectable man; but when a prin- || of the State; but it had now been ica years since 


| ciple was involved, such as that which this case | 


modification of the. resolution would not better ac- | 
complish the object with which it was moved. 
Mr. JOHNSON replied that he did not urge the | 
measure as one of bounty, but of justice, and in | 
accordance with the principles on which this House 
had hitherto uniformly acted. With regard to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Mississippi rela- 
tive to securing the sum due the father for the ben- | 
efitof the children, he would state that the estate | 
of Colonel Yell was greatly embarrassed, and that | 
this sum of money would save the property from | 
being sold out ata heavy sacrifice, and leave to the | 
children the property. 
Mr. TOMPKINS professed himself satisfied | 
with this explanation. | 
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could be justified in paying members who were not 
in attendance, this was one of those cases. He 


_ hoped there was no serious disposition on the part | 


of the House to reconsider this resolution; and be- 
lieving the House was ready to vote, he moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to withdraw that motion, to give him an 
opportunity to make some remarks and some ref- 
erence to facts which occurred during the last Con- | 
gress. 

Mr. COCKE consented, on condition that the 
gentleman from Ohio would renew the motion. — | 

Mr. SCHENCK said, no man could object to 
pay what was due to ‘ Representative’’ Yell, and 
the amount due could be readily ascertained by the 
Clerk; but this resolution had been pressed on 
other grounds, which made it necessary to look a | 
little further into this proposition. It was not im- | 
probable that Colonel Yell received all that was | 
due to himas a member of Congress up to the time | 
he accepted his colonel’s commission; and it was | 
well known that the question had arisen whether 
he was entitled to his seat here after he became a || 
commissioned officer. He had no desire that Con- | 
gress should be inconsistent in its course, especially 

| toward one whom he had ever found a gallant, a | 


| presented, he could not allow it to pass in silence. 
| He then referred to proceedings of the last Con- | 
| gress in reference to the case of Colonel Baker, of | 


| drew his pay as a member of this House, although | 
| he had been absent in the military service in Mex- 
ico, receiving the pay and emoluments of a colonel 
inthearmy. He (Mr. 8S.) at that time offered a 
| resolution to institute an inquiry whether Colonel 
| Baker, being in the volunteer service, was entitled 
| to his pay as a member of this House. ‘The sub- | 


| and he remembered well that there were gentlemen 
| here who contrasted the conduct of Colonel Yell 


Mr. JOHNSON (continuing) said he had no 
idea of making such a movement for the benefit of 
speculators and harpies. To a man who would 


with that of Colonel Baker. Colonel Yell, he be- 
lieved, settled up his account to the day that he 
retired from Congress, and no longer; whereas 


| 
| 


even claim a debt from the estate under circum- 
stances like these, he would not give his hand; he 
would not associate with him. He would have 
nothing to do with those who would press a claim 
under such circumstances. 

But he would call the attention of the House to 
one more fact; and gentlemen who were members 
of the last Congress would recollect it. When | 
Colonel Newton presented his credentials as a 
member of Congress from Arkansas, it was a mat- 
ter of grave consideration—as there was no evi- 
dence before this House of the resignation of Colonel 
Yell—whether Colonel Newton should or should 
not be permitted to take his seat. He would say 
further, that one of the Senators from Arkansas 


came into this House and advised gentlemen on | 


this side of the House to make no opposition to it, 
as it might be considered that it was, to some ex- 
tent, thwarting the expressed will of the people of 
Arkansas, and consequently no objection was made. 
Yet itwas seriously doubted whether Colonel New- 
ton was entitled to his seat or not, as, although he 


had the certificate of the Governor, there was no | 


evidence of the resignation of Colonel Yell. He 
thought it must appear perfectly evident that Colo- 
nel Yell was entitled to his pay up to the time that 
the proclamation was eoeat aes the Governor; and 
he hoped no gentleman would object to its being 
paid, if, after a full examination, it should be 
proved, 

Mr. COCKE, after recapitulating the facts of 
the case, as he understood them, said, he was sure 
ho gentleman would object to paying what was due 
to Colonel Yell as a member of the twenty-ninth 
Congress. But this resolution was designed mere- 
y to cause an inquiry to be made to ascertain what 
amount was due, and whether the seat of Colonel 
Yell was vacated by his acceptance of a commission 
in the volunteer service. He (Mr. C.) was not able 
to determine that question; but he thought, if there 
ever was a case where the practice of” the House 


56 


Colonel Baker drew his per diem while he was re- 
ceiving emoluments as an officer in the army. He | 
then read a series of resolutions which were report- 
ed from a committee, but not acted upon by the 
House at the last session, and briefly stated the 
| substance of the argument which the accompanying | 
| report contained, and its conclusion that a colonel 
of volunteers could not consistently be a member on 
this floor. He alluded also to some precedents of | 
an earlier date, and commented on the questions 
involved at some length, and likewise on the pro- 
ceedings had in the case of Mr. Newton, who suc- 
ceeded Colonel Yell as a member of this House. | 
He said they should not mix up with this question 


were not to be guided ig the discharge of their du- 
|| ties by sympathy. Besides, if this resolution were 
\| passed, it would not benefit the children of the late 
\| Colonel Yell, for the amount that might be paid | 
|| would go to the deceased’s general estate, and not | 
to the children for whom the sympathies of gen- | 
tlemen were excited. 








| 
| 


of the pension laws and their operation upon the | 
children of the deceased, in case of the death of | 
the mother. uti 

Mr. SCHENCK spoke in favor of the reconsid- | 


‘| Mr. RICHARDSON opposed it asunnecessary. | 
|| The matter would be referred to a committee as a | 
i| matter of course. } 

|| Mr. SCHENCK said the rights of the House 
\| were involved, and he was unwilling to subject 
|| those rights to the judgment of any committee. | 
'| The question involved the declaring of Mr. Yell to 
|| be a member of the House at the same time with | 
Mr. Newton, and from the same district. Incon- | 


kind and generous feelings for a worthy man; they || 


i 


Mr. RICHARDSON explained the present state || 


eration. || 
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the propriety of a law providing that the pension 
which would accrue to the widow of a soldier who 
perished in the service should, in case of the death 
of his wife, ge to his orphan children. As the 
law now stood, if those poor children lost mother 
as well as father, they were cut off from all the re- 
lief intended, and cast on the cold charity of the 
world, 

Mr. COCKE stated that a bill had been prepared 
to cover the very object, with many others, and 
reported by the Committee on Pensions; but, owing 
to debate on irrelevant subjects, it had not yet been 
reached on the calendar. 

Mr. SCHENCK, after some further remarks, 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; 
which was agreed to. 

So the reconsideration was laid on the table. 


. CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, previous notice having 
been given, introduced a bill to surrender to the 
State of Indiana that portion of the Cumberland 
road lying within said State. 

The bill was read twice. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, in explanation, stated 
the present condition of the road. It had been 
opened and partially graded through a great part 


any appropriation had been made towards its com- 
pletion, and it was falling rapidly into a state of 
dilapidation. He knew personally of three bridges 
upon it which had fallen down for want of repair; 


|| Illinois, who came here, remained one day, and || and unless something was done, in the course of 


three years more the whole road would be impass- 


‘able. It was now, in winter time, the worst road 


in the State. The people of the State had waited 
long in hope of aid from the General Government, 
but they had now abandoned all hope from that 
quarter; they did not expect to get a dollar more; 
and, as the last remedy, they now asked that it 


|| ject was referred to a committee of this House, | might be surrendered to the State, and in the course 


of a few years they hoped to be able to complete, 
if not the whole, a large part of it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked on 
what conditions this work was proposed to be sur- 
rendered to the State? 

Mr. SMITH replied that the surrender in the 
bill was absolute and unconditional. The reason 
why the surrender differed in this case from the 
terms on which other parts of the national road 
had been surrendered to Ohio and Pennsylvania 


| was, that in those cases the Government had first 


completed the road, but in Indiana it remained in- 
| complete. The State did not, therefore, enter into 

any terms or conditions with the General Govern- 

ment. The object was to get the State Legislature, 
| after the surrender, to divide the road and parcel 
| it out among different private companies, who 

would finish it out of theirown means. The State 
| was not willing to bind itself to complete the road; 
it was a work too heavy for it to undertake. 

Mr. McKAY asked some question not distinctly 
heard by the reporter, but believed to have relation 
' to the terms on which the other parts of the road 
had been surrendered, such as the obligation to 
keep it in repair, &c. Why did not the same ob- 
| ligation apply in this case? we 

Mr. SMITH replied that the same principle did 
not apply in this case, because the Government 
' had left the road in an unfinished state so long, 
| that it was fglling into ruins. Not more thana 
| mile, or two miles, in different places, was firished; 
the residue, from long neglect, had become the 
worst road in the State. If the General Govern- 
ment had delivered over the road in a finished state, 
then they might require certain corresponding con- 


|| ditions on the part of the State receiving it; but 


| here they had done no such thing. In so terrible 
a state of dilapidation was it fallen, in many places, 
that it would require as much money to repair it as it 
would to make it de novo. All the State got by the 
transfer, was the right, on a part of the line of 
' road, to cut the timber on the public lands for a 
| certain distance on each side of it, to aid in the 





1 sideration of his pledge, he renewed the motion | 
|| to lay on the table, but withdrew it at the request | 
| of 

Mr. FARAN, who took this occasion to press 


| repair. Some parts of the road were a complete 
| morass. Many gentlemen must recollect the time 
i when Mr. Van Buren was completely swampe 


» 
a eee 


t 
: 
‘ 
‘ 
id 
; 





Fe a ae Snr Renn aae, be norm ae oa 
oe 


ne ee nS a 


SPIE Saat 


Syne feosonennt na Patti Mi ewes var 


a np een ee © een SEERA Nee 


Hh 


882 


in the very middle of it. Mr. S. should be glad 
if the bill could be passed without delay ; it was 
obviously proper, and greatly needed. 

Mr. FICKLIN concurred fully in the entire 
statement which had been made by the gentleman 
who had just taken hisseat. He hoped, however, 
the bill would be referred to a Committee of the 
Whole, in order that he might move an amend- 
ment providing fora like surrender to Ilinois of sO 
much of the road as passed through that State. 

Mr. VINTON aaid that this bill had now been 
reported to the House for the first time: the prop- 
oxition was new. That portion of the line of road 
which passed through Ohio, Virginia, and Penn- 
sylvania had been surrendered to those States on 
certain specified conditions, and in a qualified man- 
ner only, One special condition was, the right on 
the p it of the General Government to resume the 
jurisdiction and control of the road if the States 
fuiled to keep it in repair. None of these condi- 
tions, as he understood, were inserted in this bill. 
The bill might be a very proper one, but he could 
not consent to rush suddenly into definitive action 
upon it, and dispose of an interest which had been 
a subject of discussion in Congress for twenty 
years, on its first presentation, Ele wanted time 
to examine it, to think about it; and he hoped the 
bill would be recommitted, and with that view he 
would move its the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

Mr. GREEN thought that if the general sys- 
tem which had prevailed was now to be abandoned, 
and the portions of the road which had been bezun 
were to es surrendered to the States in which they 
lay, the State of Missouri ought to receive the two 

er cent. on the proceeds of the sales of the pub- 
li lands which had heretofore been reserved for 
making roads to and in that State; and he would 
move, as an amendment to the motion of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, that 
the Committee on Roads and Canals be instructed 
to provide for paying to Missouri the amount of 
that two per cent. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, was understood to say 
that he concurred in the propriety of the nnd. 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Illinois. 
Ile thought that State should enjoy a like transfer 
as the bill provided for Indiana, It was due to 
all parties that this long-vexed subject should 
receive some final disposition, and that without 
de! Ly. 

The question was then put on Mr. Vinton’s 
motion, and decided in the atfirmative. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 


reference to 


MONUMENT TO MR. ADAMS. 


The orders of the day being called for, the reso- 
lution reported by the Committee on Accounts, in- 
structing the Committee on the Library to procure 
and cause to be erected, a monument of Quincy 
granite, with suitable inscriptions, in memory of 
the late John Quincy Adams, was announced as 
the business first in order, to which was pending 
an amendment moved by Mr. Jounson, of Ten- 
nessee, directing the Committee on Accounts to 
inquire into and report to the House the whole 
amount of expenses incurred for the funeral and 
removal of the remains of Mr. Adams to Massa- 
chusetts. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, was entitled to 


the floor. 

Mr. GRINNELL appealed to the gentleman to 
yield, and he would move to lay the resolution on 
the table, remarking that it was the present wish 
of the delegation from Massachusetts that it should 
so be disposed of, rather than that such a debate 
should go on as had ensued upon its introduction. 


Mr. JOLLINSON refused to yield, and proceeded | 


} 


at some length to oppose the resolution, and to | 


condemn the general prodigality of the contingent 
expenses of both Houses of Congress, and other 
Governmental expenditures, ' 

Mr. WOODWARD briefly gave his reasons in 
Opposition to the resolution, and concluded by 
moving to lay it on the table; which was agreed to. 


BILLS READ AND REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolutions of the 
Senate lying on the Speaker’s table were taken up 
and read a first and second time, and referred to 
appropriate committees: 

A bill to revive an act authorizing certain gol- 


_ THE CONG 


der the bounty lands drawn by them, and to locate 
others in lieu thereof. 


Red river, in Louisiana. 

A bill for the issuing of patents for lands in the 
State of Louisiana in a certain class of cases, and 
for other purposes. 

A bill to vest the title of the United States in the 
purchasers of certain lands sold under execution 
against Gordon D. Boyd. 

A bill to promote the despatch of business in the 
Supreme Court, and to repeal the second section 
of the act approved June 17, 1844, entitled * An 
act concerning the Supreme Court of the United 
States.’’ 

A bill for the relief of Alfred White. 

A bill for the relief of Stalker & Hill. 

A bill to relinquish the reversionary interest of 
the United States in a certain Indian reservation in 
the State of Alabama. 

A bill for the relief of George V. Mitchell. 

A bill to confirm to the legal representatives of 
Joseph Dutaillis the location of a certain New 
Madrid certificate. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Grice. 

A bill granting a pension to Bethiah Healy, 
widow of George Healy, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of William B. Stokes. 

A bill for the payment of Charles Richmond. 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Adams & Co. 
and others. 

A resolution for the relief of such persons as 


"may have incurred the disability of the 28th sec- 


tion of the act to change the organization of the 
Post Office Department, and to provide more ef- 
fectually for the settlement of the accounts thereof, 
approved July 2, 1836. 

A resolution for the relief of H. B. Gaither. 


tribe of Indians. 


The following bill and joint resolution of the |. 


Senate were taken up, read three times, passed, 
and returned to the Senate, viz: 


A bill supplemental to the act passed on the 9th 


day of July, 1846, entitled an act to retrocede the 
county of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, 
to the State of Virginia. 

A resolution in relation to the naval pension of 
John McGarr. 

The concurrent resolution of the Senate for 
placing in the Library of Congress the portrait of 
Major General Baron de Kalb, presented by his 
surviving family, was taken up, read, and agreed 
to. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill of 
the House supplemental to an act to confirm the 
survey and location of claims for lands in the State 
of Mississippi, east of Pearl river, and south of the 
3ist degree of north latitude, approved March 3, 


‘The amendments of the Senate to the bill making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 


Department for the year ending June 30, 1849, | 
were read and referred to the Committee of Ways | 


and Means. 
The House then proceeded to consider the Sen- 
ate bill renewing certaif# naval pensions for the 


term of five years, and extending the benefits of | 


existing laws respecting naval pensions to engi- 
neers, firemen, and coal-heavers in the navy, and to 
their widows, which was reported some days since 


from the Committee on Naval Affairs, with an 


amendment. 

The question was stated on agreeing to the said 
amendment, when 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to commit 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; which motion was agreed to, 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Root, of Ohio, in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1849. 

Mr. POLLOCK being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee in a speech of an hour’s 
length, upon the evil consequences of the Mexi- 
can war, which he zealously charged upon the 


diers in the late war with Great Britain to surren- || Democratic party. He denounced the veto pow- 
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|| the tariff of 1842. 
A bill to provide for a survey of the mouth of | 


| went into an argumentative speech on tl 


, ernment to prohibit it either in the Distric 


| the bill, and briefi 














er, and, in closing, made some remarks in aVOr of 


Mr. FRENCH next obtained the floor, and 
1e Subic ( ' 
eral Goy.- 
; es tof Co. 
lumbia or the Territories of the United States 
which he took very decidedly the negatiye < 
of the subject. 

was obtained b 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, who yielded to @ mo 
tion by Mr. POLLOCK that the committee ads 
rise. 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, asked leave t, 
introduce a bill to alter and regulate the mile 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, objected, 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and memorials were presenter 


of slavery, and of the power of the Gen 


In 


Side 


When Mr. F. concluded, the floo, 


age of 


, under the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. TALLMADGE: The memorial of the heirs oj 
Colonel Seth Warner, for relief for revolutionary seryje,. 
Also, the petition of John Frazer, for compensation for ser, 
vices in the erection of the New York custom-house. 

By Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Rober 
Morrison, who was a soldier in the first regiment of heay, 
artillery, United States army, under General Brow; 
the late war with Great Britain, praying for relief. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The memorial of William Brent 
Daniel Carroll, of Duddington, John 8. Meehan, and othe; 
citizens of Washington, asking an appropriation to remove 


1 during 


| nuisances from the public grounds. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 29, 1848, 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a me- 


|| morial from citizens of Boston, asking that Govern- 

A resolution to sanction an agreement made be: | 
tween the Wyandots and Delawares for the pur- | 
chase of certain lands by the former of the latter | 


ment will survey the route of a railroad from New 
York to Philadelphia; which was referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a joint resolution au- 
thorizing the submission of certain claims to arbi- 
tration; which was read a first time. , 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 


_diciary, reported an act giving the consent of the 
' Government of the United States to the State of 


Texas to extend the eastern boundary so as to in- 


_ clude within her limits one-half of the Sabine pass, 


Sabine lake, and Sabine river as far north as the 
32° of north latitude. 

Mr. B. asked for the immediate consideration of 
explained its character. The 


boundary of the United States, it was known, em- 


| braced the Sabine river and lake to its western 


shore. The boundary of the State of Louisiana 


| extended to the middle of the Sabine; so that the 
, half of the river and lake, to the western shore, be- 


. | longed to the United States, and was not included 
1845, were read, and the bill and amendments re- || 


7 ; ; 3 | in the State of Louisiana; therefore, the bound- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. | 


| ary of the State and that of the United States, was 
not identical. 
| half of the river beyond the boundary of the State 


The bill before the Senate gives the 


of Louisiana to the State of Texas, for the purpose 
of enabling the latter to extend her criminal jeris- 
diction to the Louisiana boundary. There could 
be no objection to the bill, and he hoped it would 
now be passed. al 

Mr. JOHNSON, of La., and Mr. DOWNS, 
in behalf of the State of Louisiana, expressed their 


anes in the arrangement. 


he bill was then read a third time and passed. 


Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a joint resolution for the relief of Richard 
Field. 

Mr. D. explained the circumstances connected 
with this resolution, and solicited the indulgence 
of the Senate to take it up and put it on its pas- 


sage. The motion was agreed to, and the joint 


resolution was read a third time and passed. 


Mr. RUSK, on leave, introduced a bill to estab- 
lish the collection district of Brazos Santiago, !? 


the State of Texas; which was read twice and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 
[Mr. R. invoked the early action of the commit- 


| tee on the bill.] 


Mr. HAMLIN, on leave, seater a ie 
make Bangor a port of entry for ships or vesse’ 
coming ae on beyond the Cape of Good Hope; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to print 
10,000 copies of the memorial of the Chicago Con- 
yention, that being the number printed of the me- 
morial of the Memphis Convention, —_ oe 

Mr. J. explained that he had been guided in his 
election of the number of extra copies by the 
-ourse taken in reference to the proceedings on the 
memorial of the Memphis Convention. The me- 
morial was an able one, and as the one memorial 
had been extensively circulated by Congress, he 
nresumed there would be no objection to a similar 
sjreulation of the other. ; 

Mr. NILES objected to this loose mode which 
had crept, of late years, into our practice of circu- 
jating, at the public expense, matter which did not 
jevitimately belong to the proceedings of Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER also was opposed to printing 
the reports of irresponsible conventions, He ha 
no doubt whatever of the respectability of the 
Convention, and the ability which characterized its 


proceedings, but he should be obliged to vote | 


' 


against the motion. 


Mr. BRIGHT moved to postpone the further 


consideration of the motion, for the purpose of pro- 


ceeding to the special order. 


Some opposition being manifested, Mr. ALLEN |, 


asked for the yeas and — which were ordered. 
The question was then ta 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Borland, 
Rradbury, Breese, Bright, Butler, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dickinson, Dix, Dodge, Downs, Felch, Foote, Hale, Hain- 
iin. Hunter, Mason, Niles, Sturgeon, and Turney—22, 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, 


Davis of Massachusetts, Greene, Houston, Johnson of Ma- | 
rand, Johnsen of Louisiana, Phelps, Rusk, Spruance, 


Underwood, Upham, and Walker—16. 


‘ OREGON BILL. 
‘ On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 


ceeded to the consideration of the bill to establish | 


a Territorial Government in Oregon. 


The question being on the motion of Mr. Davis, 


of Mississippi, to amend the bill— 

/Mr. PHELPS said it was not his purpose, when 
the debate commenced, to take any part in this de- 
bate, which he regarded as dangerous; but he had 
changed this purpose, in consequence of the points 
which had been taken by Senators. He tofk a 
view of the character of the Missouri comprontise, 
and stated that it was now asserted, that in the teeth 


of this compromise, Congress has no power to | 
exclude slavery in any of the Territories of the || 


United States. [t was now insisted that there was 
in Congress no power whatever to interfere in this 
question. Before he could give his assent to this 
new doctrine, he must be permitted to examine it. 
He went on to say, that it was too late now to 
setup this objection, because it was a question 
settled by the legislation of the country from the 


adoption of the Constitution to this day. The ac- |, 
quisition of territory brought with it the power to | 
govern it. The power of Congress over it is un- || 
qualified and unlimited. If Congress possess the | 
general power of legislation in relation to Territo- | 


ries, it has the same power as the State Govern- 
ments have over their territory. If there are any 
restrictions on this power, he called on Senators to 


point out the clause in the Constitution which con- | 


tains them. There is no restriction, unless it be 
one arising from the subject itself. ~ 


He admitted that all th® powers of Government | 


are held in trust; but there is no analogy between 
this and a common legal trust. No two things are 
wider than a legislative power and a legal trust: 
the former involves a large amount of discretion. 
The analogy drawn between the Government and 
a corporation was well enough in principle, but it 
had no application in this case. He examined the 
character of slave property, which had its origin 
in domestic relations; it is merely an incident to 
the relation between parent and child, and a still 
closer incident to the relation between master and 
servant; it is analogous to the relation between 
master and apprentice; it can exist nowhere where 
that relation does not exist.“ The right of the citi- 
zen to remove his property into any other State is 
fully admitted; but the citizen, when he removes 
his property to another State, takes it there subject 
to the local laws of that State. Does not this hold 


good as to all property? This is a species of prop- | 


erly which is not recognized everywhere as such: 
the citizen can remove property which is every- 
Where recognized as such, but he has no right to 
carry a peculiar kind of property, only recognized 


_THE 


en, and decided as fol- | 


carry this property, how is it that he can lose his 
title to it?) It is not so as to goods and merchan- 
dise, which are recognized and respected every- 
where. You may carry your property where you 
please, but it must be subject to the jurisdiction of 
the State where he selects his residence. “This slave 
property is incident to a peculiar institution which 
is permitted in particular States, but is not permit- 
ted to existin others. If you take it into those 
States in which it is not permitted to exist, how is 
it to stand against the power of local legislation ? 

But it is still further insisted that the South has 
the power to carry its property into any other 
State, and to hold it in defiance of local legislation. 
Admit this, and the power is yielded to spread 
slavery over any territory you may acquire; and 
wherever the area of freedom is to be extended, 
the standard ofeslavery must be carried with it. 
Against this, he must enter his protest. Before 
he could admit this doctrine, he must see the clause 
which ties up his hands. 


It had been said, the Constitution recognizes this | 


description of property. The Constitution speaks 
of persons “ held to service,”’ but it is silent as to 
their being property. He denied that what was 
incident to a domestic relation, and ceased when 
|| the institution ceased, could» be regarded as prop- 
erty. The regulation which binds master to slave 
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pentup? Would gentlemen desire to inflict the 
institution on other States? What was to become 
of the slaves in the new Territory—were they to 
enter them free or as slaves? The moral sense of 
the age was against the institution—it was de- 
nounced by the Christian world—everywhere it 
was opposed. We had seen the overthrow of 
aristocratic systems in France by the movement 
of the masses, and in the midst of the ardor of 
that revolution, slavery was put down. While 
we are congratulating the French people on their 
success in putting down these aristocratic institu- 
tious, we are ourselves extending this institution 
of slavery to the new Territories we acquire. He 
desired to see something like consistency in our 
legislation. He regretted to see the spirit of ac- 
quisition walking abroad through our country. 
How long it may be before we shall lay our hands 
on Canada and the West Indies, he could not tell. 
But he hoped we should yet be consistent enough 
to refuse to extend the evil of slavery to whatever 
Territory may fall into our hands. 
If the new ground taken, which violates the 
Missouri compromise, be maintained, he foresaw 
| great difficulty and danger. The question in that 
case never can, never will be.settled. It can only 
be settled by a withdrawal of the free States. He 
would not have meddled with this debate, but his 


ee 
al 


| is confined to the State in which a“ relation ex- |, silence was forbidden by a strong sense of duty. 


ists, but cannot extend beyond it. [But where did 


| southern Senators find the clause authorizing the || 


| extension of this institution, by the introduction of 


to it?) The claim is asserted to introduce slavery 
into Oregon: he would like to know on what basis 
it rested. The master, when he takes his slave 
into a free State, emancipates him, whether he will 
or not. I[t depends not on his will, but on the local 
laws of the State into which he has carried his 
slave. >» . 


| the converse would place slavery above the insti- 
| tution of legislation. 


ried into a free State, the person committing the 
act would be punishable? 


crime against the laws of the slaveholding State, it 
would be held as acrime everywhere; but whether 
the offender would be punished, might depend on 
|| legal technicalities or matters into which he would 
not go. 

If southern gentlemen laid it down that they 


| free States—Ohio and others—and to say if slavery 
was indispensable to prosperity. 
the progress of the great western country, where 
the institution of slavery had not penetrated. 
Congress has the right to legislate on the sub- 


question of expediency. 
The people of Oregon having formed a tempo- 


| nizes those laws, and the motion is to strike out 

the clause. If we are called on to force the insti- 
tution on the Territory, it may be well to look at 
the consequences. If they are not adapted to the 
institution, the institution is not adapted to them. 


us not force it on them. 


If they are to have it, 


| alone. 


| going into the thousand and one stories—some ex- 

aggerated, and others without foundation—with 
| which the Senate was entertained yesterday. He 
| did not intend to throw any reproach on the South 


| of the South had received it from their ancestors. 
He was willing to say, as far as his narrow obser- 
vation had extended, that many of the slaves were 
‘| much better treated than he previously had ex- 
| pected. Still it was an evil—admitted to be such 
|| by many southern gentlemen themselves; and he 
1} 
| extend the institution. 
| Gentlemen had complained that slavery was pent 





as such in his own State. ) If he has a right to || up within a few States. Why should it not be || time. 


He approved of the dggtrine laid down by the | 
| British authorities, and by the free States, because || 


Mr. BUTLER “asked whether, if a slave were | 
seduced or stolen in a slaveholding State, and car- | 


Mr.“PHELPS said, that as the act would be a || 


could not carry on their social system without || 
| slaves, he requested them to cast their eyes over the | 


He pointed to | 


ject, but whether Congress will assent to the intro- | 
duction of slavery in new Territories is a mere || 


rary Government, adopted a system of laws by | 
which slavery was prohibited. ‘This clause recog- | 


It is suited to a different region of country. Let || 


let them introduce it themselves, when they have | 
grown up into greater power. Weshould let them | 


He disclaimed any desire to make a display by | 


| 
| because of the existence of slavery. The people | 
| 


hoped no favor would be shown to an effort to | 


Mr. MASON wished to address the Senate, and 
would go on now, or wait till another day. 
But the further consideration of the bill was 


| slavery in States whose local legislation is opposed ‘ postponed till Monday. 


FORTIFICATIONS. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Senate 
took up the bill making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions for the year ending on the 30th June, 1849. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to amend the bill 
by inserting an appropriation of $50,000 for the 
repair of the dam at the head of Cumberland Island, 
in the Ohio river, on which some debate ensued, 
i; in which Messrs. ATHERTON, CLAYTON, 
|| JOHNSON of Maryland, DOWNS, and DAVIS 
of Mississippi, opposed the motion, on the ground 
that a bill on the subject having already passed the 
Senate, and gone to the House, it was not proper 
|, to insert the same bill in an appropriation bill, 
which would seem like an attempt to coerce the 
| House into an acquiescence of the measure. It 
was also urged that to imbody this subject in the 
fortification bill, was the introduction of irrelevant 
matter, and might induce the President to veto the 


|| bill. 
| Messrs. UNDERWOOD, BENTON, and 
|| BELL defended the proposition, on the ground 
that thesbill which had gone from the Senate could 
not be taken up in the House without a vote of 
two-thirds in its favor, and was therefore in peril 
of being lost. 
|| The question was then taken, and decided as 
|| follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Benton, Bright, Clarke, Cor- 
|| win, Hannegan, Johnson of Louisiana, and Underwood—9. 
NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Berrien, 
Bradbury, Butler, Cameron, Clayton, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dickinson, Dix, Downs, Felch, Hale, Hamjin, Houston, 
|| Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, Mangum, 
Mason, Niles, Phelps, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Tur- 
ney, Upham, and Yulee—29. 
|| Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, then moved to 
strike out the clause making an appropriation of 
|| $40,000 for building a sea-wall at Great Brewster’s 
Island. 
|| Mr. DIX opposed the motion, as the appropria- 
tion had been inserted by the sanction of the com- 
|| mittee, and was connected with the general plan 
for the completion of the system of fortifications. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, explained the 
condition of Brewster’s Island, on which the wa- 
ters of the ocean were making such inroads, that, 
unless the sea-wall was built, it must be gradually 
|| washed away, and the entrance of the harbor by 
| that channel entirely obstructed. The plan of the 
|, Government was to erect a battery on the island, 
| and the building of the sea-wall was the necessary 
|| preliminary step. 
| Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said he was op- 
| posed to making this appropriation for building a 

a-wall on an island which was not yet in the 
possession of the United States, as it had never 
been ceded to the United States. 

Mr. ATHERTON explained the propriety of 
|| the appropriation, and stated that the State of Mas- 
|| sachusetts was prepared to cede the island at any 
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The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Davis, and decided as follows: 

Y EAS—Mesers. Allen, Atchison, Benton, Bright, Butler, 
Davis of Miesissippi, Dickinson, Downs, Fetch, Foote, Han- 
negan, Houston, Johnson of Georgia, Mason, Sebastian, 
Turney, and Yulee—17. : 

NAY S—Meners. Atherton, Badger, Bell, Bradbury, Cam- 
cron, Ciarke, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dix, 
Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Honter, Johnson of Maryland, John- 
eon of Louisiana, Niles, Phelps, Spruance, Sturgeon, Un- 
derwood, and Upham—22. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to amend 
the bill by inserting an item for fortifications on 
Proctor’s Island, Lake Borgne, $50,000. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the 
negative; and the bill was then read a third ume 
by unanimous consent and passed, 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate went 
into Executive session; and, after some time spent 
therein, the doors were reopent d, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 30, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to which waa referred the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill making appropriations for 
the current and contingent ¢ xpenses of the Indian 
department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with the various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1849; and to the bill making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post Office Department 
for the year ending June 30, 1849, reported the 
same back to the House, accompanied by a writ- 
ten report, 


The bills and amendments were committed to | 


the Committee of the Whole, and the amendments 
and report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VINTON gave notice that he would ask 
the House, on Monday next, to consider the 
amendments of the Senate to the Indian appro- 
miation bill. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
the Hlouse resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the private calendar. Disagreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. VINTON, 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1849. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL spoke his hour on 
the subject of a proposed change in the character 
of our diplomatic agents abroad, a proposition 
having been foreshadowed which looked to an 
elevation of our ministers to foreign courts. The 
office of an ambassador, he said, was inconsistent 
with our republican institutions, and the salary 
and outfit of $12,000 exch was greater by one- 
third than was paid to the highest office or func- 
tionary in connection with this Government, except 
only the President himself. He discussed the 
whole subject, and gave utterance to his inflexible 
opposition to the changes that were proposed. 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Kentucky, addressed the 
committee on the general topics which constituted 
the Presidential controversy. 

Mr. BOCOCK followed, and discussed the same 
subjects, but more particularly that of the power 
of this Government over the territories recently 
acquired, in the course of which he stated his 
opinion to be, that this Government could create 
slavery in those territories if it should be its pleas- 
ure to do so. 

Mr. MANN, of Massachusetts, next obtained 
the floor, and addressed the committee during the 
hour. He confined himself to the simple ques- 
tion as to the power of the General Government 
over the new territories, and of slavery therein. 

[The above speeches will be found in the Ap- 
pendix, 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS next obtained the floor, but gave 
way for a motion to rise; and the committee rose 
accordingly and reported progress. 


ORDNANCE CORPS OF THE ARMY. 
Mr. FULTON asked the general consent of the 
House to make a motion to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the bill to extend the provisions 
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of existing pension laws to enlisted men of the ord- | 


nance corps of the United States army. Objected 
lo. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, June 30, 1848. 


Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from the 
Medical Society of New Jersey, asking for a law 
respecting the appointment of inspectors to examine 
adulterated drugs; which was laid on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 








Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of || 


Claims, reported a bill for the reliefof Thomas W. 


Chinn and others, accompanied by a report. The | 


bill was read a first time, 

Mr. CLARKE, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Moses Shepherd, accompanied 
by areport. ‘The bill was read a first time. 

Mr. WESTCOTT asked and obtained leave, 
by unanimous consent, to bring in a bill respecting 
the employment, by the Postmaster General, of 
public steamers to carry the mail along the coasts 
of the United States; which was read twice, and 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads. 
RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War report to the Senate | 


whether or not a fortification at Proctor’s Landing, on Lake 

torgne, Louisiana, is not necessary for the defence of New 
Orleans, and if necessary, What sum is required to com- 
mence the work. 


Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolution: | 


Resolved, Tiat the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Newnansville to Orange Springs, 
via Madisonburg, Florida. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, 

Ordered, That 10,000 additional copies of the report of the 
Secretary of War, and the report of Lieutenant Emory 
communicated therewith, be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate, and that the said copies, as well as those already print- 
ed, be bound in muslin, 

On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate took up the 
bill to repeal the act of 2d March, 1837, entitled 
** An act concerning pilots.” 

Mr. DIX said, Mr. President: On a former oc- 
casion I said to the Senate all I desire to say in 
relation to the legal questions involved in this bill. 
I shall not therefore repeat what I said then, or 
enter into any new assignment or discussion of 
objections arising out of the powers of Congress 


over the subject of regulating pilotage in the States. | 


But Lam constrained by the remarks which were 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Davis,] and the Senator from New Jersey, (Mr. 
Mitver,]| to enter into a somewhat detailed history 
of the pilot question in New York. I regret that 


I am compelled to do so, because it has become, | 


in some degree, a dissension between classes, in- 
volving private interests; and these are always 
subjects which I wish to avoid, when I can do so 
consistently with my duty to the public. 

I have stated heretofore that the pilots of New 
York, in 1836, had entered into an agreement to 
share equally their joint receipts, and that this com- 
bination had led to a relaxation of their accustomed 
vigilance in looking out for vessels and taking them 
into port. In consequence of some disasters which 
occurred, the public attention was called to the 


defects of the system of pilotage existing in New | 
In the annual message of the Governor of | 


York. 
the State, on the 3d January, 1837, he brought the 
subject before the Legislature. On the following 
day select committees were appointed in both 
branches. On the 11th of February, a bill was 
reported by the chairman of the select committee in 
the House of Assembly; and after a very thorough 
discussion in committee of the whole, the bill was 
reported to the House by a vote of 91 to 7, on the 
Sth of March. It was subsequently read a third 
time and passed by a vote of 85 to 5. In the Senate 
the bill was received on the 14th of March, referred 
to the select committee of that body, and reported 


with amendments which were concurred in; but in || 


consequence of the pressure of important business, 
it was not passed unul the 6th of April. 
these facts to show the deliberation with which the 
Legislature of the State of New York acted on this 
important question. The number of pilots was 
increased, a careful system of examination was 
established, combinations were guarded against, 





I state | 





June 30, 


and all the known and alleged evils of the 
were provided for by appropriate remed 
remedies at least which were considered 
| and effectual. 

__ The Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dayis_} 
in his remarks, seemed to assume that the New 
|, York pilots of 1848 are answerable for the acts 
| of those of 1835 and 1836; and the Senator from 

New Jersey, |Mr. Mitier,] who followed 
| made some allusion to them which appears to 

warrant the same inference. But if those gey. 
| Hemen will consider how rapidly the lapse of years 
is thinning the ranks of their own friends and as. 
sociates, they will not be surprised to learn that 
the great enemy has been busy with the pilots also 
Of the sixty pilots following the business in 1x37. 
| there are but twenty-nine now engaged in piloting. 
More than half have perished at sea, died 6), 
shore, or become disqualified by age for the ardy- 
ous service in which they were engaged. Te 
| number of New York pilots holding branches uy. 
der the laws of the State, is eighty; and of these, 
fifty-one have been appointed since the State Jay 
of 1837 was passed. Whatever responsibility, 
| therefore, belongs to the pilots of 1836, has, fir 
| the most part, gone with them to be metata higher 
tribunal than this. I state these facts that the Sep- 
/ate may understand why it will be proper to deal 
| with systems and not with men. 
The haste manifested in passing the act of Con- 
/gress of 1837, of which we ask for the repeal, 
stands in strong contrast with the legislation of 
New York. Let me recite the facts as briefly as 
possible. 

By the Senate Journal of 1836-7, it will be seen 
that a resolution was introduced on the 12th of 
January, by Mr. Tallmadge, of New York, in- 
structing the Committee on Commerce to inquire 
into the expediency of legislating on the subject 
of pilots on the seacoast, with power to reporthy 
bill or otherwise. This resolution was adopted, 
| The Committee on Commerce consisted of the 
following distinguished gentlemen: Mr. King of 
Alabama, chairman, Mr. Davis of Massachusetts, 
Mr. Linn of Missouri, Mr. Brown of North Car- 
olina, and Mr. Ruggles of Maine. The commit- 
tee, though they had ample time for deliberation, 
never made a report on the resolution. 

On the 28th day of February, the last day of 
the month, Mr. Wall, of New oe introduced 
a bill on notice. It was instantly read the first and 
second time, reported to the Senate, and immedi- 
ately read a third time—the work probably of as 
much time as I take to give the details. 

But, sir, it is necessary that we should accom- 
any the bill through all the stages of its course. 
t was received in the House on the 28th of Feb- 

ruary, the day it passed the Senate, (House Jour- 
nal, page 552,) and on the next day received its 
proper number of readings, and passed. On the 
2d of March it received the President’s signature, 
and became the law of the land. 

Nor is this all. The subject had been referred 
| to a committee in the House early in that session. 
The committee made an elaborate report on the 
22d of February, and asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. In the 
face of this proceeding, the bill was passed, and in 
the summary way I have stated. 

It is as remarkable a specimen of the despatch of 
business—business involving a question of const- 
| tutional power, and bringing in its tain collisions 
between individuals, and classes, and States—as 
can be met with. It was hurried, or rather rushed, 
through Congress, almost at the last hour of ils 
session—indeed, almost at the last hour of its ex- 
istence. : 

I have heretofore told the Senate that the Legis- 
lature of New York, after becoming satisfied that 
‘the act of Congress operated injuriously on the 

pilots of that State, Be after waiting eight years 
for its repeal, came to the conclusion to repeal her 
own laws regulating pilotage by way 0 Sandy 
Hook, the great outlet and inlet for the foreign 
commerce of the country, providing only that the 

ilots then licensed should continue to be pilots. 

t has been alleged that the New York pilots were 
applicants to the Legislature for repeal. This'!s& 
mistake. They appealed to the Legislature of the 
State to— 


“Try and determine whether the aforesaid act of Con- 
gress does or does not transcend the legislative power 0! the 
Federal Government, and whether the acts exercised under 
its sanction and under the authority of the laws of the State 
of New Jersey by the citizens of that State, are or are notin 
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violation of the sovereignty of the State of New York, and 
in contempt of her laws.”’ 

It is true, they acquiesced in the repeal of the 
ciate laws, and desired it as an alternative, if they 
-ould not procure the repeal of the act of Congress, 
The latter object was always what they sought. 
Pailing in it, they consented to the repeal of the 
siate laws—a measure proposed by the mercantile 
interest. ‘The pilots believed it would place them 


on an equal footing with the pilots of New Jersey. | 


j: was under this view of the subject, that the New 
York pilots, on consultation with the mercantile 


interest, the Chamber of Commerce and Board of | 


Underwriters, consented to it. Such appears to be 


the fact from the petition to the Legislature, and | 


the debate on the bill. It was supposed that it 


would open a fair field of competition to them and | 


tie New Jersey pilots, and that their fitness and 
industry would be the measure of their success. 
As soon, however, as the State laws were re- 


nealed, the chamber of commerce and the board | 


of underwriters organized a board of commission- 


ers to examine pilots and give them certificates. | 


Nor was this all. They published a notice, which 
| will read, calling on the ship-masters not to re- 
ceive a pilot unless he could produce a certificate 
from them or the State of New Jersey: 

«ftis recommendel that no vessel receive a person as 
pilotexcepton his producing a certificate signed by the above 
hoard, or those issued under authority of the State of New 
Je rsey.”? 


{} aiy a ° 
| hands, and giving her to a New Jersey or mer- 


This measure was a virtual proscription of the | 


New York pilots, unless they would consent to 


receive the certificates of this irresponsible board, | 


and acknowledge its authority. 


It was not to be | 


supposed that they would discredit the licenses | 
they held under the laws of the State by receiving | 


the certificates of a board organized without any 
legal authority whatever—certificates, which could 
confer no authority on those to whom they were 


given. Was it reasonable to expect them to do so? | 


Certainly not. They possessed in the State licenses 
the highest warrants of authority. They required 


nothing more: they should not have been asked to || 


take less. 
Though the Chamber of Commerce and the Board 


of Underwriters have no legal control over the sub- | 


ject of pilotage, their actual control is very great. 
They represent, and indeed wield, the commercial 


influence of the city of New York. The ship-mas- | 
ters are subject, in a great degree, to that influence, | 


and hence the recommendation had in many cases 
the efficacy of a command. 
ing the public against employing the New York 
pilots, though trained from their youth to their vo- 


cation, unless they, holding the State authority in | 
their hands, would consent to receive certificates || 


from an irresponsible board having no legal power 
togrant them. What was the effect? Was it to 
break up a monopoly—the great evil of which the 
public complained? The New York pilots were 
eighty-two in number; the New Jersey pilots seven- 
teen; and the merchants’ board, as it is called, soon 
after these regulations were published, granted cer- 
tificates to sixteen persons. If the recommenda- 
tion had been acted on, the whole pilotage of the 
city would have been given to thirty-three persons, 
and eighty-two persons would have been excluded 
from all participation in it. But it was not gener- 
ally acted on. 
it, the New York pilots continued to be, and are 
stillextensively employed, though, as I shall show, 
they have felt severely the effect of the invidious 
distinction which has been made between them 
and others, 

I will now proceed to state in detail the conse- 
quences which have resulted from the act of Con- 
gress; for it is to this act that all the difficulty 
which exists is to be traced. 

1. There has not been a fair competition. The 
ship-owners, who represent a condhdaciihe portion 
of the active commercial capital of the city, have 
contributed to make itunequal. In the first place, 
the regulation I have quoted has had its influence. 
The New York pilots are passed by, and the New 
Jersey and merchants’ pilots, as they are called, 
are employed in preference; not because the latter 
are more competent, but because they are consid- 
ered as preferred by the mercantile classes, on whom 
the ship-masters are often dependent for employ- 
ment. ‘The injustice of the regulation is more dis- 
Unctly seen in a practice which has grown up 
under it, and become very extensive, of taking a 
vessel brought in by a New York pilot out of fis 


It was literally warn- | 


With all the weight it carried with || 





| in which those laws are passed with a view to 
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most invidious distinction under the operation of 
this act. 

But I proceed to other considerations, 

2. One of the great complaints against the sys- 
tem in force previous to 1837, was, that pilots 
would not go to sea In search of vessels, but waited 
at Sandy Hook to receive them, This evil has 
been remedied; but it has been followed both by 
inconveniences and injustice, which, perhaps, fully 
counterbalance it. I will first state the inconvent- 
: ence. Pilots now go far out to sea in quest of 
oursuit of them. They are to be brought into port | vessels. It is not an uncommon thing for a pilot 
in all weathers. But the outward pilotage is al- | to present himself two hundred miles from New 
wayseasy. Vessels goto sea in fair weather only. York. Now, there is no particular advantage in 
The pilot takes his charge a few miles from shore, this. It may be safely said that no vessel requires 
and leaves her. ‘There is no labor, no hazard, and | or wishes a pilot at a greater distance than twenty 
but little responsibility init. Nothingean be more | or twenty-five miles from Sandy Hook. Ifa pilot 
unjust, more repugnant to every principle of fair- | gets on board a vessel one or two hundred miles 
ness and liberality, than to take from a pilota | from New York, he does not take charge of her. 
vessel he has brought in, and give her to another | She is ordinarily given to him when she comes in 
to take out. It is in fact only by taking a vessel | sight of land. Itis not every pilot who is capable 
out, that a pilot can be compensated for the labor || of taking charge of a vessel out of sight of land, 
of bringing her in. Accordingly, this privilege is | and carrying her into port. The consequence of 
usually secured by law. The laws of Massachu- || the present over-active competition is, that the pilot 
setts, for instance, provide that the pilot who boats go to sea, vessels constantly pass them, and 
brought in a vessel (or one belonging to the same || on reaching Sandy Hook they find no pilots. At 
boat) is entitled to take her out. In like manner | the very place where they are most wanted, they 
the laws of South Carolina provide, that ‘every | are often not to be found. I shall refer to an hon- 
‘ pilot taking a vessel in, has the exclusive right to | orable Senator from Maryland, (Mr. Jouxson,] to 
‘take her out,’ except in case of misbehavior, &c. know whether, on arriving at Sandy Hook in the 

Let us see what has been the operation of the | Great Western, that vessel was not detained be- 

cause no pilot could be found. I will read some 
notes from the log-book of the United States lhight- 
ship off Sandy Hook, showing that it is a very 
common occurrence for vessels to arrive there and 
be detained for want of pilots. There are over 
seventy cases on the abstract of the log-book, 
' which I hold in my hand; and in addition, the 
captain of the ship states on one occasion that 
there was ‘ta large number of vessels in sight 
wanting pilots;”? on another, that ‘several ves- 
sels near us want pilots;’? and that there were 
many other cases which he saw himself, and of 
which no entry was made in the log-book. While, 
therefore, the active competition in piloting has 
corrected one evil, it has produced another. 

And now, sir, I will state the injustice of the 
system. Under the laws of New York and New 
Jersey, and I believe under the laws of most other 
States, if a pilot boards a vessel beyond a certain 
distance from the land, he is entitled to 25 per cent. 
in addition to his established fees. In New York 
this distance is some fifteen miles outside of the 
Sandy Hook light. This is called off-shore pilot- 
age, and was intended as a compensation for the 
extra labor and inconvenience of the pilot. When 
there was a legally-established system, it could be 
exacted, Now it cannot, and ship-owners and 
masters knowing this, refuse to pay it. This re- 
mark is not of universal application, but the prac- 
tice is becoming very general. {tis believed that 
four-fifths of the vessels refuse to pay the off-shore 
pilotage. They are willing the pilot should go one 
or two hundred miles to sea, but they are unwilling 
to pay him the customary addition to his fees. If 
he presents himself, the first question is, “‘ Do you 
charge off-shore pilotage?’’ And if he refuses to 
give it up, the ship refuses to take him. Or if no 


chants’ pilot to take out. 
It may be proper to say that in every State, of 
which I have been able to examine the Jaws, and 


equality, a pilot bringing in a vessel, or a pilot be- 
longing to the same boat, has the privilege of taking 
the vessel out. The reason is obvious. The in- 
ward pilotage is often hazardous and laborious, 
Vessels are sometimes boarded two hundred miles 
at sea. Pilots are often out a week or ten days in 


passed. That act authorizes a pilot from New 
York or New Jersey to be employed to pilot a 
vessel to or from New York. It leaves it optional 


pilot who brought in a vessel, to take her out, or 
to employ another pilot; and here the regulation 
of the Chamber of Commerce and the Board of Un- 
derwriters come in, recommending him to employ 
no pilot not certified by their board or licensed by 
New Jersey, excluding the eighty New York pilots. 
The consequence may be readily seen. | hold in 
my hand several lists of vessels broughtin by New 
York pilots and given to New Jersey or merchants’ 
pilots to take outagain. The names of the vessels 
are given as well as the time of the transactions, 
There is alsoa list of vessels taken out by the mer- 
chants’ pilots, which they did not bring in. This 
list is furnished by the secretary of the board of 
commissioners, and is under his own hand. The 
pilotage on these vessels amounted to $3,038 53, 
and must have been taken from the New York 
pilots. There are in addition, lists of 148 vessels 
taken from the New York pilots during a portion 
of the years 1846 and 1847, and given to other 
pilots to take out again. Even these lists are not 
complete. There were numerous cases which were 
omitted for want of precise information. ‘The 
average pilot fees for each vessel are estimated at 
$25. They are probably a little more—certainly 
not less. Atthis rate, the amount taken from the 
New York pilots on the vessels above mentioned, 


$6,688. 

These facts are proved by unquestionable evi- 
dence. In the year 1844, before the merchants’ 
pilots were appointed, it appears by a ‘‘ remon- 
strance of the underwriters of the port of New _ bargain is made with him, he is required to deduct 
York,’ Doc. No. 60, House of Representatives, | it when the vessel goes out, or she is given to an- 
Ist session 29th Congress, that the New York || other person. Under such a system he has no 
pilots brought in 1,992 vessels, and took out 1,610— | legal security either for just or liberal treatment. 

a difference of 382, the pilotage on which must | 3. The active competition which has grown out 
have amounted to $9,550. By the same return it || of the existing system, and which would have 
appears that the New York pilots, 81 in number, || grown up without the act of Congress under the 
piloted in and out 3,602 vessels, or 445 vesselseach | State law of New York, has not had the effect of 
pilot, giving them, at $25 per vessel, $1,112 50 each, || securing commerce against shipwrecks and other 
to pay the expenses of their boats, and maintain || disasters. I very much doubt whether they have 
their families on shore. It also appears that the || been at all diminished in number, The’ cases of 
New Jersey pilots, 17 in number, piloted in and || the Mexico and the Bristol were extraordinary 
out 1,131 vessels, giving them, at $25 per vessel, | occurrences. They nappa at 7n inclement sea- 

1,663 23 each, or $550 73 each more than the New || son, and even if the old system. had been contin- 

York pilots. A very considerable portion of this || ued, such disasters might not have occurred again 
difference is owing to the open manner in which || in halfacentury. Since that time there have been 
the New York pilots have been discouraged by the || shipwrecks equally disastrous, except in the loss 
board of commissioners. || of life. Some of the property in the Bristol and 

I have stated these facts, Mr. President, in jus- | Mexico was saved, and the deaths which occurred 
tice to the New York pilots, who have been charged |) in the Mexico were not from drowning, but from 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Davis,] | frost, the passengers, who were emigrants, having 
and the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Mitxer,]| || been driven to the deck in a winter’s night of un- 
with sinister motives in coming to Congress to ask || paralleled severity. 
for a repeal of the act of 2d March, 1837. Ihave || I hold in my hand a list of 220 vessels stranded, 
felt it due to them to show that they are laboring || run aground, or wrecked, from April 1839 to 
under a serious disability, and are the objects of a |) March 1846—seven years—all under the new sys- 
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tem. Of this number, over 30 were a total loss, 
and 22 were engaged in foreign commerce. Some 
of these shipwrecks were of a most distressing 
character on account of the loss of life with which 
they were attended. ‘The ship John Minturn, for 
instance, went ashore on Squam Beach, about fif- 
teen miles from Sandy Hook—the captain and his 
family, the pilot, and thirty-eight others, having 
perished together, and the ship and cargo were 
totally lost. On the score of property, It was 
probably a heavier loss than that of the Bristol or 
Mexico. 

I have another list of 111 vessels stranded, run 
aground, or wrecked, from February, 1846, com- 
mencing where the other list terminated, to the 14th 
January, 1848—say two years. Of this number, 
24 were a total loss—a large increase in the ratio 
compared with former years—and nine were en- 
gaged in foreign commerce. In the first seven years 
above-named, the vessels totally lost amounted to 
nearly five per annum. During the last two years 
they have been twelve per annum—more than 
doubled, though the increase of the commerce of 
the city has been ina much larger proportion. 

I state these facts to show that security to prop- 
erty and life has not increased under the existing 
system, Whatever opinions may be expressed to 
the contrary. Itis true, | have not been able to 
make comparisons with the period preceding 1837 
for want of data. ‘There is, however, an account 
by Captain Karl, who was adduced as a witness 
avainst the New York pilots, and who stated, in 
1835, that he had enumerated, from memory, 39 
vessels totally lost within a * few years.”? The 
number of years 1s left to conjecture; but, upon the 
most unfavorable supposition, the loss could not 
have exceeded that of the last two years. 

I have also felt myself called on to make this 
statement to meet the declaration of the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] that 
“shipwrecks in the neighborhood of that harbor 
are almost unknown’’--a declaration which he 
would not have ventured to make, if he had taken 
time to investigate the facts with his usual care and 
discrimination. 

From what [ have said it will be apparent that 
the whole control of the subject of pilotage is in 
the hands of the ship-owners and ship-masters, 
without legal regulation. The master of a vessel 
may take any pilot he pleases—he may bargain for 
the amount of pilot fees—he may, after having 
tuken a pilot two hundred miles at sea, when 
coming in, give his vessel to another pilot to take 
out. ‘The pilot himself has no security either that 
the customary fees will be paid him, or that he will 
have the preference in taking out a vessel he has 
brought in. He is, in fact, wholly dependent on 
the ship-owner or ship-master. Is this right? 

I believe, Mr. President, that the best systems 
of pilotage are those which are under the most 
rigid regulation. ‘The defect of the system in New 
York is, that there is no law, no systematic govern- 
ment or rules. Nor can there be while a master 
of a vessel 1s allowed to take a pilot from two dif- 
ferent States. It is impossible to enforce prohibi- 
tions Or commands in one State, when there is a 
competition between different classes holding war- 
rants or licences from two separate authorities, 
neither of which is responsible to the other. 

The Chamber of Commerce and the Board of 
Underwriters have,by establishing rules themselves; 
confessed the necessity of legal regulation. They 
have no authority to enforce the rules they have 
adopted, and those rules are not enforced. Thty 
fixed the rates of pilotage according to the standard 
established by the law of New York, which had 
been — but these rates are not uniformly 
_ The pilots are constantly obliged to take 
ess in order to obtain employment, Pilots are 
required to board the nearest vessel under a penalty 
of $50; but there is no power to enforce the penalty. 
The commissioners are authorized by the regula- 
tions to impose fines; but it is a perfectly nominal 
authority. Off-shore pilotage is allowed by their 
regulations; but vessels, as has been seen, in most 
instances, refuse or evade the payment, because 
there is no legal authority to exact it. 

If a pilot offers his services to the eastward of 
the white buoy, about three miles from Sandy 
Hook, and is refused, he is entitled to half-pilot- 
age; but it is never paid because the commission- 
ers had no power to make such a regulation. They 
have no authority whatever. Their regulations 
are a dead letter. All the control there is rests 
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upon the commercial influence wielded by the com- 
missioners and the ship-owners, 

I believe this state of things to be radically wrong. 
The reasons for subjecting the business of pilotage 
to legal regulation seem to me urgent and unan- 
swerable. Let me advert toa single one. The | 
entries and clearances of foreign vessels at New 
York exceed 1,100 perannum. They are entirely 
dependent on a judicious system of pilotage for 
their safety. The regular traders may know the 
pilot boats, and sometumes may make selections; | 
but foreign vessels, without this knowledge, will 
naturally take the first pilot that presents himself. 
They can have no knowledge of his qualificauons, 


| they are entirely at his mercy; and itis only by a 


| interest. 


proper system of regulation, under an undivided 
authority, that we can do justice to the vast for- 
eign commerce which centers in the city of New 
York. The act of Congress is the only obstacle 
to the establishment of such a system. If it were 
repealed, | am entirely satisfied that a system could 
be adopted, in concurrence with the mercanule 
classes, which would meet the views and interesis 
of all, and secure every public object. 

But, to pursue this point a little further, the 
New York merchants are not the only parties in 
New York is the centre of commerce 
of the whole Union. Foreign countries, as | have 
already shown, have also a deep interest in the 
matter—an interest which we have no right to 
subject to the control, without law, of a single 
class. tis due to the country that the system of 
pilotage for the great emporium of the Union 
should be made efficient by judicious regulation, 
instead of being thrown open to unrestrained com- 
peution. ‘The interesis at stake are too important: 
not property alone, but human life is concerned. 
[am not aware that there is any commercial coun- | 
try which intrusts the business of piloting to open 
competition, It ig one of the few matters in which 
regulation has always been deemed indispensable. | 


| Strongly impressed as | am with the importance 


| sible, from all shackles and restrictions, I cannot, 


| are high when the hazard is great, and they are 


of freeing commerce and navigation, as far as pos- | 


on the fullest reflection, bring my mind to the con- 
clusion that pilotage should be without law. 

3ut there is another consideration. Those who | 
now control pilotage in New York to a great ex- 
tent, have an interest adverse to the pilots. Their 
interest is to have piloting done cheap. Bargains 
are frequently made, and the pilot is compelled to 


| take less than the customary rates—less than the | 
| rates fixed as reasonable and just by the Chamber 


of Commerce and the Board of Underwriters. ‘The 
tendency of this state of things is to drive the best 
pilots into other employments, and to introduce an 
inferior class of men in their place. And from the 
best judgment | have been able to form, | cannot | 
but think, that if this state of things continues 
until the present stock of well-trained pilots pass | 
olf the stage, New York, instead of having pilots 
equal to the best in any country, will have the 
worst.* 

lam not quite certain, Mr. President, that the 
interest of insurers is so very decidedly in favor of 
the highest degree of security to property afloat || 
as the Senator from Massachusetts supposes. In- || 
surance is regulated by the hazards. ‘The rates 


low when the hazard is small. Now, I believe it 
may be said with safety that the rates of insurance 
rise in a ratio higher than that of the increase of || 
hazard, and that the profits of insurance are great- 
est when the security is least. | speak in respect 


motives of action; and only for the purpose of ex- | 


*Since making this speech, | have seen a notice in the | 
New York papers, Which is annexed: 
* Notice to Ship-masters.—The Board of Underwriters of | 
this city have resolved to revive the practice of examining | 
the conduct of the masters of vessels wrecked or meeting | 
with serious disasters without extraordinary cause, occa- | 


| sioning loss to the members of the Board ; and that pending 


each examination aud suspension, no risks are to be taken 
on Vessels in charge of such masters. i 
“ Notice is also given, that information has been commu- | 
nicated to the Board that several ship-masters have recently | 
entered this port without pilots, and others with persons | 
pretending to be pilots, who were incompetent. ‘The Board | 
requests masters to act with greater care for the future, as | 
the insurance companies will hold parties toa strictaccount- || 
avility for omitting to take a pilot, and also for taking an in- || 
competent piloL. JNO. S. TAPPAN, 
** Secretary Board of Underwriters of New York.”’ 

Nothing can more clearly show the defectiveness of the 


existing system than this notice, or prove more conclusively 
the truth of what I have said. 


| great public interests, 


| public interests. 
| to the operation of principles, and not in respect to |, 


plaining why a very defective system of pilotag 
might exist without prejudice to insurers, ee 

The Senator from Massachusetts has said that 
the mercantile interest generally is in favor of 
present system, and he intimates pretty stron 
that there is nota merchant in New York wh, 
not opposed to the repeal. Now, I can assure the 
Senator that the memorials from New York ask. 
ing for the repeal of the act of Congress, sivned by 
some five thousand persons, contain the names of 
several highly respectable merchants, besides a 
large number of ship-masters and ship-owners, | 
can also assure him that I have conversed with 
some of the most respectable ship-masters who 
sail from New-York, and who believe the present 
system tends to degrade the pilots, and to render 
life and property insecure. Itis no doubt true that 
the merchants generally are opposed to the repeal; 


the 
gly 
Jig 


| Ist, for reasons | have stated; and 2d, because \, 


has been industriously circulated by interested per- 
sons that the object of the repeal is to establish the 


_old monopoly. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts 


twice said so, and I regretted to hear it. He has 
been deceived. ‘There 1s not a shadow of founda. 
tion for the charge. It is this belief which has 
produced so much hostility to the repeal, and | 


| regret that my honorable friend from Massachu- 


seus should have fallen into so great an error. Let 
me state a few facts, 

The New York pilots assented in 1846 to the 
creation of a board of commissioners of three per- 
sons, one to be chosen by the Board of Under- 
writers, one by the Chamber of Commerce, and 
one by themselves, to regulate the whole business 
of pilotage. They offered to take into the asso- 
ciation of pilots all those now licensed by New 
Jersey and the merchants’ pilots, if found qualified 
on examination, This proposition contemplated 
a repeal of the act of Congiess and the establish- 
ment of a system of pilotage by State legislation, 
The agent of those two bodies was understood to 
give his assent to it in this city, and I supposed 
the matter would be satisfactorily adjusted. But 
on his return to New York they refused to accede 
to it. The pilots agreed that the mercantile inter- 
est should have two to one of the commissioners, 
a complete control, provided they could have lega) 
regulation. Under the existing system this inter- 
est has the control without legal regulation. This 
is the issue joined between the parties. The New 
York pilots desire no monopoly. They do not 
ask even for control. They ask only legal pro- 
tection for rights universally acknowledged to be 


| just. 


The Senator from Massachusetts also stated as 
his belief, that the papers in his possession showed 
no persons connected with the shipping interest of 
the country, except the pilots, desired the repeal 
of the act of Congress. 1 have shown this to be 
a mistake. I might go onand say that two sover- 
eign States have complained of it as injurious to 
But if it were true that 
none but the pilots desired the repeal of the law, 
would it be a reason why Congress should turn a 
deaf ear to their appeal? May not any individual, 
or any class of individuals, fairly appeal to Con- 
gress for protection against the operation of its 
own enactments, when they are oppressive or in- 
jurious to the party appealing? 1 have always 


| supposed it to be the peculiar duty of Congress to 


see that, in the enactment of laws, individual rights 
were not injuriously affected. The only question 
is, how far those rights shall give way to great 
And, sir, I insist that, on the 
application of the pilots alone, asking for the repeal 


of an act which has proved oppressive to them, it 


would have been the duty of Congress to look 
into the facts, and to grant the prayer of the petl- 
tioners, unless high public considerations rendered 
it improper. But, as I have already said, the 
pilots are not the only complainants. Numerous 
and respectable classes of citizens unite with them; 
and the Legislatures of two States remonstrate 
against the act of Congress either as oppressive oF 
as injurious to the public interest which it is de- 
signed to secure. 5 

I cannot dismiss this part of the subject without 
saying that I entertain for the merchants of the 
city of New York the highest respect. In enter- 
prise, intelligence in commercial matters, and in an 
honorable discharge of their pecuniary obligations, 
they are unsurpassed by any class of men in this 
country or any other. When I took my seat in 


this body, it was with an earnest desire to contri- 
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iute my humble efforts to the promotion of the million was funded, when that law was repealed. 
-ommercial interest ofthe country, whichI thought | This claim of $560,000 is the whole of the debt of 
had not received all the notice to which itwasen- Texas, for which she pledged the duties which 
sitled : und it is to this subject more than any other might accrue, from time to time, from her imports, 
shat | have devoted myself. I shall continue to do the million funded resting on the usual obligation 
<o, But in this matter of the pilots, lam constrained between debtor and creditor. He gave a history 
1 differ from what seems to be the general opinion — of the annexation of Texas, the treaty entered into 
mong the merchants of New York. And yet I | stipulating that the United States would pay the 
am entirely satisfied that if we understood each debt of Texas, specifying the debt due to these 
other, there would be little difference between us. contractors as included, and the fact that this treat 
| do not think the great body of the merchants | had not been ratified. Had that treaty been rati- 
have looked into the subject critically. Ihave in- fied, and had annexation been effected by that 
wired of many of them why they were opposed || mode, we should have been spared the war with 
to the repeal of the act of Congress; and have Mexico, and, what is still worse, the agitating 
received the Same answer in every case—* because | question which now convulses the Senate. The 
we are opposed to the reéstablishment of the old | conjunction between Texas and the United States 
monopoly.”” And when I have rejoined, that I || was completed by a resolution, in which no provis- 
was equally opposed to such a measure, that 1 was | ion was made for the payment of the debt. But 
in favor of placing the whole subject of pilotage || Mr. J. referred to the language of the President in 
for the city of New York under legal regulation, || the instructions to the minister of the United States, 
and leaving the administration of the system in the || to show that it was the intention of our Govern- 
hands of the Chamber of Commerce and the Board | ment to agree to any arrangement which might be 
of Underwriters, their representatives, I do not | suggested for the payment of her debt. Texas 
recollect an instance in which they have not ac- | then surrendered her sovereignty and her revenue, 
quiesced in the propriety of the suggestion. What || relying on the honor of the United States. The 
| have insisted on is legal control, to be exercised || question now was, not whether we are bound to pay 
by those who have a practical knowledge of the || the whole debt of Texas, but if we are not bound 
subject. But lam unwilling to leave it even in || to pay thisdebt? The debt would not have existed 
their hands without legal control—if for no other 1 but for annexation. He regarded the United States 
reason, because there is no power to enforce pro- | Government as bound, by every consideration of 
per regulations, or punish their infraction. And {| honor and justice, to pay this claim, as the very 
do not hesitate to say, if the merchants will look || property for which this claim is made has fallen 
into this question, that there will be a general con- || into the hands of our Government. 
currence in the propriety of the measure I propose. |} On motion of Mr. PHELPS, by common con- 
It is possible I may be deceived; but if 1 am—if || sent, the further consideration of the bill was then | 
they shall continue to differ with me in opinion— || postponed. 
one assurance I shall still retain, that they will do || The following bills were considered as in Com- 
me the justice to believe 1 am actuated solely by || 
what | consider the true interests of the eity and |) 
country at large. \| 
One word in conclusion. My suggestion in re- || 4 ill for the relief of D. A. Watterston. 
spect to a system of pilotage in New York is this: | 4 bill for the relief of Columbus Alexander and 
1. A board of commissioners of three persons, one || Theodore Barnard. 
appointed by the Chamber of Commerce, one by || 4 bill for the relief of the heirs of Moses White. | 
the Board of Underwriters, and one by the pilots, || 4 bill for the relief of the heir of John Wall, de- | 
who shall have power to examine and license all ] ceased. 


ersons desirous of acting as pilots, and to super- A bill for the relief of Mary Taylor, commonly | 


and passed: 
A bill for the relief of Charles M. Gibson. 


intend the administration of the system generally. '| called Polly Taylor. 
2. A classification of the boats, to include those of |} A bill for the relief of James C. Carson. 
New York, New Jersey, and merchants’ pilots, | A bill for the relief of David Wilkinson. 


with all the persons now belonging to them, who || 4 bill for the relief of Stalker & Hill. [This 
shall be found competent, and an assignment of the | was the House bill, and an order was adopted, in- | 
boats, in turn, to three descriptions of service, viz: | structing the Secretary to apply to the House for 
cruising out of sight of Sandy Hook, within sight || the return of the Senate bill on the same case 
of the light-house, and in the vicinity of the Hook. ] which had passed some days since. } : 
This will correspond substantially with the station || A bill for the relief of H. Fredieu, M. Vercher, 
system at Liverpool, and will at all times insure | GC, Sanmiguel, N. P. Gagnon, V. Caubarreux, and 
to vessels arriving at the city of New York, com- i F. Harbo, of Louisiana. _ 

petent pilots, under legal regulation, and under the || A bill for the relief of William W. Wynn. 
supervision of the mercantile interest of the city. || The following bills were laid on the table, sim- 


The first step towards the establishment of such a || . ; : : ‘ 
system is a repeal of the act of Congress, without | a eee eat cmd form: 


which it cannot be placed upon such a footing as | 

to insure its efficacy. \| ‘ 
Mr. DAYTON expressing a desire to make pao re ea 

- reply, the bill was, by common consent, | : , : 

aid over. 
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PRIVATE BILLS. Sarurpay, July 1, 1848. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill for the 
relief of Frederick Dawson, James Schott, and Eli- : 
sha Dana Whitney. The joint resolution of the Senate for the relief 

The bill being under consideration as in Com- |, of Richard Fields was laid before the House, read 
mittee of the Whole— twice, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, described the 
character of the bill. The claimants made a con- || the committees be called for reports. ‘ 
tract with the Government of Texas to build six || The SPEAKER stated that if that suggestion 
vessels, carrying sixty-two guns, which were to be | were acquiesced in, the first subject in order would 
paid for at the rate o $336,000, if paid within one || be the report of the Committee on Commerce on 
year after delivery of the vessels, or $550,000 in || the Chicago Convention memorial. 
sterling bonds of Texas, bearing interest, or a still || 
larger amount, in the event of failure in the terms || FICKLIN. 
stated. The vessels were delivered according to || Mr. KAUFMAN urged the House to jake up 
contract; but no part of the purchase money had 1 and act upon the business on the Speaker’s table, 
ad been paid, although the whole revenue of || among which was the engrossed bill to establish 

exas, from imports or any other source, was | certain post routes. ; 
pledged for the payment of ae amount. He shiow- || _ Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved that 
ed that the revenue of Texas was amply sufficient | the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
to have redeemed the pledge. To prove this, he {| Worage the private calendar. Lost: Ayes, 54, 
went into nu ils. The debt of | noes 65. 
eo eennts Sone The House then, on motion of Mr. VINTON, 


| 


Texas, at the time of annexation, exclusive of this | 


debt, was only $650,000; and to this is to be added | resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the | 


$560,000 due to these claimants. A law was ed | state of the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the 
authorizing the funding of the debt, and about a |! chair.) 





mittee of the Whole, and were read a third time || 


The bill for the relief of Colonel Robert Wal- 1 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


Mr. HUNT suggested that, by general consent, | 


Objections were made by Messrs. PHELPS and 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. VINTON said he had already given notice 
that he should to-day call up the Indian appro- 
priation bill, that the amendments proposed to 
it by the Senate might be taken up and acted 
unoen, 

‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, inquired whether 
the Committee of Ways and Means had concurred 
in the Senate’s amendments? 

Mr. VINTON replied that.the committee were 
ready to agree to some and disagree to others. 

Mr. JOHNSON then expressed his hope that 
that bill might be suffered to lie over until the be- 
ginning of the week. It contained one provision 


in regard to the Indian agencies in which his State 


was very deeply interested, and on which he de- 
sired a little time to prepare himself to address the 
House. 

Mr. VINTON expressed a willingness to do 
anything to oblige the gentleman from Arkansas, 
which was not inconsistent with his duty; but he 
went on to explain the position of this and other 
appropriation bills, and gave reasons why he must 
oppose any delay. 

Me. JOHNSON earnestly remonstrated, and 
Mr. McKAY coming to his support, and Mr. Me- 
CLERNAND suggesting that ail the amendments 


| were not printed, it was finally agreed not to call 


up the Indian bill at this time, but to suffer the 
debate (which was limited to two o’clock on Mon- 
day) to proceed on the 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. TOOMBS spoke through his hour, taking 
for his theme the ‘ Platform’’ of the Democratic 
Nominating Convention held at Baltimore in May 
last, on évery section of which he commented with 
some severity, designating it as a document that 
| was fraudulent in its purposes, being intended to 
deceive the people. 
| Mr. McCLELLAND replied elaborately to the 
speech of Mr. Srewart, of Pennsylvania, deliv- 
ered a few days ago, in which General Cass was 
charged with having received extraordinary com- 
pensation for his services as Governor of Michi- 

| gan and superintendent of Indian affairs many 
years ago. In the course of his speech he yielded 
the floor for a few minutes to Mr. Burr, who 
made some brief explanatory observations in de- 
fence of General Cass. ‘ 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, next obtained the floor, 
and yielded to 

| Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who wished 
to say a word with reference to the charge made 
by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Renate 
of the lieutenant-general bill having been carrie 
| through this House by corruption. 

Mr. TOOMBS said that he had stated the fact, 
that it was at first unanimously laid on the table, 
but, when brought up again, it was rejected, and 
finally that it was passed; and that many who first 
voted against it, and afterwards voted for it, were 

| now receiving the rewards of office. 

Mr. THOMPSON wished the gentleman to 
name the persons. 

Mr. TOOMBS said, if the gentleman himself 

| was personally concerned, or if he spoke for others, 
he would do so. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he could speak for him- 
self. He was influenced by no such considera- 
tions in his vote for the bill. The gentleman, in 

|| his opinion, had aspersed all the members of the 
|| last Congress who had changed their vote on this 
| subject. ' 
or the purpose of setting the matter right, he 
wished to allude for a moment to the facts, The 
| bill was epesten by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and was laid upon the 
table without a dissenting voice, because no ques- 
tion was raised—no point was made. He himself 
_ was dissatisfied with it, and, the very next day, 
| had moved, in Committee of the Whole, the ap- 
| pointment of a lieutenant general. It was voted 
| down—85 to 120; and he saw no one who had 
| changed his vote and who had received office. 
| Afterwards, when the bill was sent in from the 
| Senate, Mr. Geonce W. Hopkins, who had pre- 
| viously voted against it, was recorded as voting in 
its favor; and he supposed the character of Mr. 
|| Hopxtns was so high that the gentleman could 
| hardly intend to asperse him; and if he did, it 
_ would be of no avail. 
|| Mr. TOOMBS said that every man who voted 
}, for the bill changed his vote. hen it was first 
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reported by his colleague, (Mr. Hanatson,] it was 
unanimously laid on the table. ss 

Mr. THOMPSON denied that where no division 
was made upon a question, gentlemen could be 
considered ns committing themselves. 

Mr. COBB resumed the floor, and remarked that 
he had risen to address the committee without the 
slightest premeditation; but at the same time upon 
a question such as he proposed to consider, in his 
opinion, any elaborate preparation was hardly 
necessary. He proposed to follow the example 
set by his colleague [Mr. Toomps] this morning, 
and discuss party politics at large. Notonly in this 
House, but in the party press of the country, there 
were some new and dangerous doctrines put forth 
by the Whig party. During this debate a distin- 
guished genteman on the other side of the House 
had not only attacked the platform on which the 
Democratic party professed to stand in the coming 
campaign, but had denounced everything like 
party organization. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Stewart,|—in reply to whom he 
should say very few words, in consideration of 
the feelings of mercy raised in his heart towards 
the gentleman by the remarks made by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. McCrecianp|—the 
gentieman from Pennsylvania had advanced the 
sentiment, (which seemed to meet a very general 
response on the part of his party in this House 
and throughout the country,) that the time had 
arrived when party organization should be laid 
aside; when men should be elected to the highest 
office in this Republic irrespective of all party con- 
siderations; when the people of the Union should 
assemble on. the day of election and deposit their 
votes unbiased by party influences. He desired, 
with the utmost kindness, courtesy, and good feel- 
ing, to inquire into the sincerity of these declara- 
tions. He desired to know whether his opponents, 
in placing themselves upon this ground for the ap- 
proaching election, had deliberately assumed it in 
reference to the principles on which it rested, or | 
whether they were acting with direct reference to 
mere party purposes. Were they honestly op- 
posed to party organization? Beyond their pro- 
fession, where was the evidence of it? Whence 
had originated parties in this country? Who were 
the fathers of party organization? Look to the 
history of the best and purest men of the Republic. 
Go back to 1800, when Thos. Jefferson, at the head 
of the Republican party, and Alexander Hamilton, 
at the head of the Federal party, arrayed their op- 
posing principles, and the people callied around the 
standard which their hearts approved. From that 
day to the present, when, in the history of the 
country, had party organization been thrown aside? 
What was party? Was it a mere catch-word, 
used to delude, deceive, impose upon the honest 
people of the land? or was there something in that 
word, of principle, which commended itself to the 
intelligence and integrity of the country? What 
was party? It was an association of men organ- 
ized to carry out great fundamental principles in the 
administration of the Government. Did Thomas 
Jefferson, in the organization of the Republican 
party. in Opposition to the principles laid down by 
tis great Compeer, Alexander Hamilton, and had 
the people of this country, one and all, from that 
day to the present, been blundering along in error, 
when, throughout the Union, and in every county 
and township, those who agreed in principles had 
associated themselves together for the purpose of 
carrying those principles into the administration of 
the Government? This was what he understood 
by party; and this met the denunciation of gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House. What 
would we do if we abolished parties in this coun- 
try? What was the test, the inquiry to be made 
respecting him who was presented by his friends 
as the individual suitable to fill the highest office 
in the Republic? If one asked for his principles, 
he was told that he was a partisan! If one asked 
what was to be the policy of his administration, he 
was told that he was eugaged in party warfare! 
Aside from: the principles on which the Govern- 
ment was to be administered » (and these constituted 
the basis of party organization,) what was a man to 
do in the executive chair of the United States? 
He would have but one purpose to accomplish in 
the eyes of those who were opposed to party or- 
ganization, and that was, to distribute the loaves 

and fishes of office. He called upon gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, who went before the 
people of this country with-the cry of, Down with 





| tory of the party 





oat ; A : Se 
party organization, down with the only organiza- | the party ought not to be required to make 
| avowal of principles. 


tion which secured the perpetuity of our institu- 


tion—the only organization which exacted from our | 


rulers the healthful and right administration of the 


} 


Government — the principles on which they | 


were put into office,—to know if this was their issue, 


if it was their policy to break down these long- | 
settled principles of action both on the part of the | 


Republican and Federal party, of all parties that 
had existed throughout the history of our Govern- 
ment and every Government. 

But he wold proceed one step further. 
did this cry of no-partyism comport with the his- 
to which these gentlemen be- 


How | 


| ple to give him their cordial support, telling them 


longed? When, in the history of the country, had | 


they denounced party organization? When before | 


had they said that it was inconsistent with the true 
principles of government, violative of the Consti- 
tution, derogatory to the character of freemen? 


Look at the spirit of proscription which had | 
marked the career of the Whig patty from the | 
very inception of its power to its termination by | 


the people, both in the Federal and State Govern- 
ments. Where were the men in the Democratic 
party who had been retained or placed in office by 
their opponents when in power? Where was the 


evidence, that when power had been lodged in their | 


hands by their hues and cries before the popu- 
lace, they had disregarded all party considerations 
and applied the test of qualification alone to men 
who leat office? The scene that had occurred 


at the organization of this House at the commence- | 


ment of this session, small though it might be, was 
big with the expression of their conduct. 
was the monument of Whig clemency to be found 
among those who had previously held offices in 
this House? 

Mr. PENDLETON, (in his seat.) The post- 
master. 

Mr. COBB. Yes; and the gentleman came very 


near being read out of his party for voting for him. || very idea of a platform, set themselves busily at 


There was the monumentof Whig clemency which 


Where | 


was followed by the expulsion of his friend from | 


the Whig party almost. Party organization, party 
movements, were they opposed to? ‘They pro- 
fessed to be horrified at the very word party, and 


yet their history was marked by the blood of Dem- | 


ocrats sacrificed for mere opinion’s sake, when- 
ever the Whig party had come into power! Gen- 
eral Harrison was elected, it was professed, upon 
no-party principles. Read the history of the three 
months’ administration of the Government under 
his cabinet. [Several voices: thirty days.) He 
spoke of his cabinet; they remained longer. Did 


Did they apply no party screws? Did partisan 


/ upon to vote for General Taylor, and 
| eyes to all that was to be done under hi 
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For what, then, would they 


Were the people of the country called 


shut their 


8 adininis. 
tration, if perchance he could be elected, until je 


should, in his inaugural, make a proclamation ; f 
his principles? Was he to be brought forward by, 
the party Convention, constituting the talent ont 
intelligence of the party, as he apprehended jt 
would not be denied, and were they to go forth to 


their respective places of abode, and ask the 


elect him? 


eo- 


only that he was a good Whig, that he would aq. 
/minister the Government on Whig Principles? 


| the Whig Convention agreed upon the princi) 


“Ef turn nobody out of office for opinion’s sake? || 


What did that mean? Was it consistent that the 
Convention should refuse to lay down a platform, 
and yet that every Whig orator from the stump 
should endeavor to convey the impression, that jn 
the event of General Taylor’s election, their prin. 
ans were to predominate in the administration 
of the Government? There was a reason for j; 

It was not found in justice or principle, or an hon. 
est regard for the intelligence of the country, If 
ne 

on which the Government was to be ee 
why did they not say so, and define them? [f 
they disagreed, why did they not say to the peo- 
ple, we differed on vital questions, and therefore 
we intrusted the decision of them to an individual 
in whose honesty and integrity you may have con- 
fidence? Wasitan original idea or an old practice? 
Was this the first time the Whig party had refused 
to establish a platform upon which to rally through- 


out the Union? It was a new idea, got up for 


gence of the 


the occasion, made to order, to suit the emerzen- 
cies of thecase. ‘This same party, in 1844, assem- 
bled in Baltimore, and nominated a President and 
Vice President; but then these intelligent, patriotic 
gentlemen, who were now so horror-struck at the 


work, and q has aid of the congregeted intelli- 
higs there assembled, brought forth 


and placed before the country a Whig platform, on 


which they rallied in that contest. 
fore him. 


He had it be- 
His colleague, who had addressed the 
committee with so much earnestness this morning, 
was a member of that Convention. Why had not 


_ his eloquent voice been raised at that time against 
| this system of platforms? Why was ithe allowed 


their support, and were not Democrats, scores and || 
hundreds of Democrats, carried to the block simply | 


because they were members of the Democratic 
party? Who denied it here, in the face of high 
Heaven and before the country? Gentlemen all 
well remember the celebrated remark of Mr. 


Granger, then Postmaster General, that the guillo- | 


tine had scarcely gone into operation. 


More men | 


were turned out of office in sixty days than had |, 
been during the whole preceding administration; | 
and he said he only wished that he could have | 
remained in office a short time longer, and he || 


would have cut off fifteen hundred heads more! 


And yet the Whig party had now come out with | 


the cry of no party, and in opposttion to party 
organization, 

He now came to party platforms, which seemed 
a favorite theme sak his colleague, [Mr. Toomss,] 


who had argued the question with his usual ability | 


and ingenuity. What wasa party platform ? 
avowal of principles. 
man was presented to the people of the United 


An 


Was it anything more? A | 


States as the candidate for a responsible office: was | 


it right or wrong that the people should know what 
were his principles? That was the question. If 
a man was intrusted with the highest power known 


to the world—the guardianship of the interests of | 
this great people—he was required by the Consti- |, 
tution to recommend measures for the action of | 


Government. The Constitution placed in his hand 
a power to be exercised to protect and guard it, as 


well as the great rights and interests of the people | 


under it. Honest and intelligent men were told 
here to-day that the man thus selected by a party 


his party, around which his affections clustered 
with so much warmth, to fall into that great Demo- 
cratic error of an open frank avowal of principles? 
In the council of the Whig ranks, no one was list- 
ened to with more interest or more heeded. If he 


_ mistook notthe records of Whigery, his colleague’s 
devotion during the canvass not commend men to || 


eloquent tones were heard in behalf of Clay and 
Frelinghuysen, perhaps, too, of the platform of 
1844. Now the platform flashed before his mind 


and filled his whole system with a tremor, and he 


had concluded that the great Whig party, of which 
he was so honorable and efficient a member, could 
never so condescend as to erect a platform and 
make the Democratic effort to catch and deceive 
the people. No, that was not the reason. In 1844, 
the Whig party nominated the man who was the 
imbodiment of their principles, of whose principles 
they were proud, and who they said, if elevated to 
the Executive chair, would stand upon the Whig 

latform in the administration of this Government. 

he imbodiment of Whig principles then received 


/aunanimous and enthusiastic nomination at the 


_ hands of his party, and from one end of the Union 


_to the other, the Democratic party was taunted 


| nelion. 


with the declaration that they had no principles, 
except opposition to those of the Whigs. Where 
were those glorious Whig principles? Condemned 
by the people; doomed to an ignominious grave, 
to sleep the sivep of death, by the verdict of the 
What higher compliment could be paid to 
the integrity of the Democratic party than this ad- 
mission \formally made by their opponents, that 


| Whig principles could not, ought not to be galvan- 


ized into life? The Democracy in 1844 had said, 
Down at our feet, and the people had placed them 
there. Whigery in 1848 had abandoned them, arf 
came before the country with no avowal of princi- 
ples. Was not this the faithful and honest pic- 
ture? The facts were familiar to all, and he thought 


_ there were gentlemen on the other side of the Cham- 


_ ber, who would agree with him as to the course ofthe 
convention ought not to be held responsible for the || 
principles laid down by his party; that he ought | 


not to be asked to define any for himself; and that || deserving of the pop 


Whig party, both in reference to their “ imbodi- 
ment” and their principles. Was Henry Clay less 
support in 1€48 than in 
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ay4? Was he less true upon the questions of a 
bank, the tariff, internal improvements, the Veto, | 
gistribution, and all the great and cardinal princi- 
pies around which the Whig party of this Union 
rallied with such enthusiasm four years ago? Ww hy 
was it that he had been laid aside that they might 
erect upon his remains a aegery, platform, and 
present a No-party candidate ? he Democrats 
pad declared, in 1844, that Henry Clay was un- 
worthy the confidence and support of the Ameri-— 
can people; that this Government would not be | 
safely and honestly administered by him, on the 
principles which his party held and avowed. The 
Whig party had then denied it; but the rejection | 
of Henry Clay at Philadelphia, was an admission | 
of the correctness of the charge. Did any man | 
ielieve that if Mr. Clay had been the nominee of 
the Whig party we should ever have heard of no- 
partyism ? It was only by the strong and unequiv- 
cal condemnation of the American people upon 
poth the imbodiment and their principles, that 
they had been driven to desert his standard, and 
sought this new imposition, sought to carry into 
the Executive chair and the administration of the 
Government these condemned and repudiated prin- 
ciples, under the false guise of no-partyism; and to 
avail themselves of the glory of a military hero, 


whose laurels were won in a war condemned by |. 


them as ‘unnecessary and unconstitutional,’’ and | 

he and his gallant band in effect held up before the 

country as the murderers of innocent women and | 

children in Mexico. They sought to avail them- | 

selves of his popularity, in order to foist upon this | 

Government their odious and abominable princi- 
les. 


He would allude to another evidence that the || 


Whig Convention at Philadelphia were not ableto | 
agree upon a platform—that they considered ne- 
cessary one set of principles at the South and 
another at the North. He had before him a Whig | 
paper of his own State, which had no doubt been | 
seen by his colleague, in which a correspondent, 
writing from the P 

people of Georgia, told them, that in the action 


| stand by the South against it. 


hiladelphia Convention to the |; 
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ed determined not to understand him. 


of that Convention they saw evidence of safety to | 


the institutions of the South. He told them, and 
he (Mr. C.) called upon the northern portion of | 
the party to hear him, that the Wilmot proviso 
was introduced into the Philadelphia Convention, | 
aud the cry came up from all quarters, Make it a | 
test vote; and it was rejected, only ten voting in | 
iis favor. It was sought to make the people of 
Georgia and of the South generally believe, from 
thataction that the majority of the Convention was 
opposed to the Wilmot ptoviso. Was that true? 
‘There were gentlemen here who were members of | 
that Convention; there was one, a gentleman from | 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,]—he regretted that 
the gentleman was not within the hearing of his 
voice—he would like toask that gentleman ifhe had 
intended his vote upon that resolution to be in con- 
demnation of the Wilmot proviso? The gentle- 
man dared not do it. He held in his hand evi- 
dence under the gentleman’s own hand and seal, 
written subsequent to the action of the Convention, 
which condemned him if he were so to declare. 

Mr. HILLIARD inquired, if Mr. Forman, of 
Georgia, did not offer, in the Baltimore Conven- 
tion, a resolution in opposition to the Wilmot pro- 
viso, and if he was not warned not to press it? 

Mr. COBB said he was not present in the Con- 
vention, but had been informed that Mr. Forman 
had introduced some resolution on the subject of 
the Wilmot proviso, and withdrawn it upon the 
ground taken by a large majority of the South in | 
that body, that the resolution already adopted was 
satisfactory. 

He asked the gentleman, in turn, if he believed 
that the Whig Convention, in voting down the 
Wilmot proviso, intended to declare themselves 
against it? 

Mr. HILLIARD said he judged of the senti- 
ments of the body by its actions. 1t was rejected 
by a large majority. 

_ Mr. COBB recalled the gentleman to the ques- 
tion. This was no time, when they were discuss- 
ing a question involving the dearest interests of 
the gentleman’s constituency and his own, to 
€quivocate upon terms. He again asked the gen- 
tleman if he believed that a majority of the Phila- | 


delphia Convention were opposed to the Wilmot 
proviso ? 








Mr. HILLIARD replied, that the gentleman | 


ad as much information upon the subject as he | 


|| rance of his northern friends. 








upon not to press his resolution in the Baltimore 


| reason why the resolution was withdrawn by Mr. 
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had. He asked the gentleman if a more signifi- | now state in what precise form the proposition 
cant expression of the opinion of any body could | came up. But he would state this, if the gentleman 
be given than the deliberate vote of that body? wished to know: he was acquainted with his (Mr. 
Mr. COBB said, that unfortunately that body | A.’s) individual opinions—everybody knew them. 
declared they would not express any sentiment; | He would state that he believed a majority of that 
and his honorable colleacue [Mr. Toomss] wasan Convention coming (as that majority did) from the 
able advocate of that position. Now, did the gen- free States, were in favor of the principles of the 
tleman from Alabama pretend to say that his party | Wilmot proviso. He atated it as a matter of belief 
could denounce platforms and principles, and yet | and of fact; he did not state it in reference to any 
avail themselves of that vote—a vote given upon | action of that Convention, because, although they 
the principle of erecting no platform? Would the |) held individual opinions upon the subject, he did 
gentleman from Alabama, before the people of that not consider them an essential purt of their pro- 
State, before the Union, say that that was the | ceedings. He thoueht, however, they were in 
honest sentiment expressed by that Convention? + favor of the Wilmot proviso, as General Cass was 
Mr. HILLIARD replied, that the northerngen- | two years ago, because he came from the latitude 
tlemen of that body assured them that the resolu- |) where it was thought proper; and if he (General 
tion should be put down if it was offered; and by | Cass) had changed since, would the gentleman tell 
the motion of a northern man, a member from | him why? 
Pennsylvania, when the Wilmot proviso was Mr. COBB replied, if General Cass had enter- 
brought forward, it was laid on the table by an | tained the opinion ascribed to him, and had changed 
overwhelming vote. He asked if there could bea || since that time, the reason was to be found in the 
stronger expression of the sentiment of that body, | course pursued by every honest man, who, when 
and of respect of southern rights, than was shown _ the conviction was made on his mind that he was 
on that vote? wrong, changed the position which he had erro- 
Mr. COBB remarked, that the gentleman from | neously taken. But gentlemen on the other side, 
Alabama was very diffuse in answering his ques- | he knew, could not appreciate such a course. 
tion. He again asked, that there might be no {Laughter.] That, however, was not his fault. 
equivocation, did the gentleman from Alabama be- | It was for him to lay the truth before them—not 
lieve that the majority of the Philadelphia Whig to give them the intellect and heart to appreciate 
Convention were opposed to the principles of the || it. [Renewed laughter. ] 
Wilmot proviso? Mr. ASHMUN asked the gentleman if he did 
Mr. HILLIARD said that the gentleman seem- _ not believe that a majority of the Baltimore Con- 
He desired || vention were then, and were at this time, in favor 
to say, that when that Convention, in the open | of the Wilmot proviso? He asked the gentleman, 
light of day, thousands looking on, did vote to | further, if the Oregon bill passed the Senate and 
put down the Wilmot proviso, it gave him the | this House with the Wilmot proviso in it, if he 
strongest assurance he could ask, that they would | believed that General Cass, if elected President, 
| would veto it? He wanted the question answered 
Mr. COBB replied, so strong was the assurance, | in the face of the world. 
that the gentleman would not say that he believed Mr. COBB asked why the gentleman put the 
it. [Laughter.] The gentleman was right not to | question in reference to the Oregon bill? He (Mr. 
believe those with whom he was associated. He || Cops) himself had voted at the last session of 
commended the gentleman to his constituency for || Congress for that bill with this very proposition 
the open avowal made, in effect, before the coun- _in it, and had been willing that it should pass in 
try, that he could not place confidence in the assu- that form, because the Territory was north of 369 
| 30’. He was then in favor of it. He thought, 
and southern Democrats generally who voted for 


_. , ., | it thought, that this provision ought not to have 
Mr. COBB said the gentleman was right in this | 


p been there; that it was an unconstitutional exercise 
contest. He advised him to follow his leader, and |) of power; but when, as in that case, it was not a 
to risk no ‘‘ unnecessary declarations.” 


He was || practical question, he, for one, was not willing to 
strictly on the no-party platform. || deny to the people of Oregon a government on an 
Mr. HILLIARD again asked if the gentleman || abstract objection. 
would answer why Mr. Forman was prevailed || Mr. ASHMUN asked if he was to understand 
| the gentleman to state that the insertion of that 
| proviso in the Oregon bill was an unconstitutional 
| exercise of power on the part of this House, and 
| yet that he had voted for 1? 
Mr. COBB had stated what he had said at the 
time, both in this House and before his people. 
He had voted against the proposition which was 
made to insert that proviso, and had sustained the 
effort which was made to take it out of the bill— 
looking upon it there as merely nugatory and void. 
But, that effort being unsuccessful, he had given 
_ his vote for the bill, not being willing to withhold 

from the people of Oregon the benefit of a govern- 
| ment. In connection with the Oregon bill, the 
| Wilmot proviso was not a vital question; still, it 
ought not to have been attached to it. But in ref- 
erence to the question propounded by the gentle- 


Mr. HILLIARD never liked to risk unneces- 
sary declarations: he referred to facts. 


Convention ? 

Mr. COBB had already answered. He would 
repeat, however, that the resolution was withdrawn 
upon the declaration given at the time that the res- 
olution already adopted was sufficient. He had 
answered the gentleman, but the gentleman had 
failed to answer him. 

Mr. HILLIARD asked if the gentleman would 
say that he honestly believed that was the only 


Forman? 
Mr. COBB did not pretend to deny that other | 
influences might have operated upon some of them. 
Mr. HILLIARD, (in his seat.) Ah! 
Mr. COBB declined further to continue the con- 
versation as his time was rapidly running away, | 
and as he wished to ask the gentleman from Mas- |, man about the Baltimore Convention, he unhesi- 
sachusetta, Mr. Asumun,] who was a member of | tatingly declared that he did not for a moment 
the Philadelphia Convention, and who had made | entertain the belief that the or of that Con- 
some remarks in that body, if it was to be under- | vention were favorable to the Wilmot proviso. 
stood before the country that the laying of the Wil- |, That there might have been members who were, 
mot proviso on the table was a declaration, on the || he was free to admit. _ 
part of that Convention, against the principles of | Mr, GAYLE asked if the attempt was not made 
the proviso? in the Philadelphia Convention to adopt the Wil- 
r. ASHMUN said that he would answer that | mot proviso, and if it did not fail? 
or any other which the gentleman from Georgia || Mr. COBB replied that that very question had 
might choose to put to him with pleasure. || been emer by the gentleman’s colleague 
Mr. COBB would not have presumed to put the | [Mr. Hittiarp] some moments since, and had 
question if he had supposed the gentleman would | been answered by him. He would refer the gen- 
have received it in any other spirit than that which | tleman to that answer. 
he expressed. ‘| But he wished the point not to be lost sight of. 
Mr. ASHMUN,, in reply, stated, that although | He was discussing the question of platforms, and 
he was a member of that Convention, he was not _ had instanced the case of the Philadelphia Conven- 
in the body at the moment that proposition was _ tion as illustrative of his argument, to show why 
made, nor did he hear one word upon the subject | the Whig party could not, or would not, lay down 
of it, nor was he present when he understood it a platform. 
was laid upon the table. He could not, therefore, || Mr. ASHMUN reminded the gentleman that 
answer for any one gentleman as to his reasons | he had not yet answered the question whether 
for voting for or against the motion, nor could he |: General Cass, if elected, would veto the Wilmot 
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proviso, Would the gentleman answer it before 
the country? 

Mr. COBB remarked that the gentleman seemed 
very unwilling to allow him to proceed with his 
course of argument, He was showing the reason 
why the Whig Convention would not agree upon 
a eee He had referred to the fact that in 
Georgia, and in the South, General Taylor was 
supported on the ground that he would protect the 
great interests of the South on the Wilmot pro- 
viso, and had shown that it was attempted to in- 
duce the people of Georgia to believe that the 
Philadelphia Convenuon was against the Wilmot 
proviso, Fle had also drawn out evidence to 
show, if that eflort met with success, that success 
would bg a fraud upon the intelligence of the people 
of his State. While at the South General Taylor 
was advocated upon the ground taken by that cor- 
respondent, and the Whigs of the North were held 
up as sounder on that question than the northern 
Democracy, what were the notes which came from 
the North and fell upon the ears of southern men 
and of the country? Let him read a single para- 
graph from a document emanating from the honor- 
able gentieman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Asn- 
MUN}|—a letter addressed by him to his constituents, 
after the action of the Philadelphia Convention: 

“His (General Taylors) declared sentiments are a guar- 
antee iat he will never in the slightest manner intertere 
with the action wt Congress, when they shall forbid the ex- 
i-tence of slavery in-our newly-acquired territories. Let 
the representatives of the people and of the States be lett 
tree to act upon thet question, uncontroiled by Executive 
influence and Executive veto, and we are safe.” 

He had before him extracts from leading Whig 
papers of the North, in which they declared to the 
people of that secuon of country, not only that 
General Taylor stood pledged not to interfere by 
virtue of the veto power with the regular action 
of Congress on this subject, but that, from the 
avowed sentiments of General Taylor, as express- 
ed in his ** Signal’’ letter, he was himself opposed 
to the extension of the institution of slavery. One 
of the leading organs of the Whig party, now out 
in warm and cordial support of General ‘Taylor in 


the city of New York, declared that the pledge | 


(us they read it) in the letter of General Taylor, 
that he would not exercise the veto power upon 
questions of domestic policy, was ample guarantee 


io them; that with this * arrangement’’—to use the | 


emphatic language of the editor—they of the North 
were satisfied. Not only so, but these gentlemen 
and these editors, in their anxiety to foist upon this 
country an Administration which should stand as 
mute and as dumb as a statue, called upon their 
people to send Representatives to Congress who 
would prove true to the North on this question. 
Yet at the South the effort was made to induce the 
people to believe that the northern Whig party 
were sounder and truer on this question than the 
northern Democracy ! 


which had assembled during the agitation of this 
question? Would they call on the people of the 


South to believe that at this late day a sudden, un- | 


accountable revolution had taken place in the pub- 
lic opinion of northern Whigery on this subject? 
When, during the history of Congress, had the 
first northern Whig voted with the South on any 
of these test questions? Never. Let the records 
bear evidence to the truth or falsity of his state- 
ment, Read the history of the Wilmot proviso 
in past Congresses, and in this one. ‘There was 
the evidence. 

Not many days ago, in the Senate of the United 
States, aresolution had been introduced to instruct 
a committee of that body to report a bill for the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. 
‘The vote might have been an accidental one; it 
was certainly a strange one: there were six votes 
in its favor, and all of them northern Whigs, ia- 
cluding Mr. Hare. There was not a northern 
Whig who voted against it, not a northern Demo- 
erat who voted fort. The records spoke volumes 
of truth; would his southern friends turn a deaf 
ear? 

General Taylor’s position in reference to the 
Whig party was a peculiar one. It was one which 
the people of this country would examine with 


man who had responded at one ume toa Native 


American nomination—the first that was made— | 


Would gentlemen have the | 
country shut their eyes to the plain reading of the | 
records of this Congress, and of every Congress | 


SS 
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| fore the country as a candidate for the Presidency, 
in approving terms—a man who stood pledged || 


under his own sign manual to be the candidate of 
the people, and so to remain, and not the candidate 
of a party, and yet who, during the Philadelphia 
Convention, was authoritatively placed at the dis- 


posal of the Whig party—a man who had declared | 





at one me that he would avow no principles 
Here the hammer fell, and the hour expired. 


Mr. BAYLY, who said he had been informed 
that his friend from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] whose 
argument he regretted he had not heard, for the 


reason that he had expected the House would this | 


morning take up private bills, had represented him 
(Mr. Bayty) as maintaining upon this floor that 
there was sovereignty in the Territory, and that its 
inhabitants had the right toabolish slavery therein. 
He rose to correct the gentleman, and to state the 
fact that that was a question which he had not dis- 
cussed in his speech at all, in reference to which 
he had not expressed any opinion, much less had 
made an argument. 

Mr. FLOURNOY then obtained the floor, and 
spoke through one-third of his hour on the subject 
of the Wilmot proviso and the position of parties 
thereon; when he gave way to 

Mr. R. W. THOMPSON, on whose motion 
the committee rose and reported progress. 

|The above speeches will be given in the Ap- 


| pendix. ] 


On motion of Mr. WOODWARD, the Commit- 
tee of Claims were discharged from the bill of the 
Senate for the relief of Stalker & Hill; and said 
bill was returned to the Senate in compliance with 
their request. 

On motion of Mr. FARAN, the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill to amend an act supplemental 
to an act entitled “ An act providing for the prose- 
cution of the existing war between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico, and for other 


| purposes,’’ were referred to the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs. 
And then the House adjourned. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 
By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Mrs. Mary Flowers, 


| of Lawrence county, Illinois, praying that she may be per- 
| Iuitted to purchase at the Government price that portion of 
| the sixteenth section on which she resides. 


By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of 


| Jackson precinct, in Kane county, for a mail route from 


Dundee, via Jackson precinct, to Marengo. 





IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, July 1, 1848. 

The motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 
to print ten thousand extra copies of the Chicago 
memorial, was taken up, and decided in the nega- 
tive: Ayes 15, noes 16. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, moved the discharge of that committee 
from a number of private petitions, &c.; which 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported the act from the House of Rep- 
resentatives repealing the proviso to the act which 
required the President to reduce the generals to one 


| major general and two brigadiers at the end of the 
| war. 


Mr. B. explained the nature of the act from the 


1} e 
| House, and of the amendments proposed to it, and, 


as it was necessary for Congress to act upon the 
subject before the proclamation of peace—an event 
now to be daily looked for—he would ask for 
the immediate consideration of the act and amend- 


| ments. 


The immediate consideration was ordered. 

Mr. BIENTON said, at the commencement of 
the war, the number of generalsin the regular army 
was increased from three to six—from one major 
general and two brigadiers to two major generals 
and four brigadiers—and directed the 


The act from 


duty of reduction upon the President. 
tary Committee of the Senate proposed to suspend 


instead of repeal that clause, and make the suspen- | 


sion continue until the fourth day of March next, 


and to every nomination that had brought him be- || in order to give time for organizing a suitable and 








| the generals shall be filled up. 


| visions of the existing laws which would d 
| Mr. FLOURNOY obtained the floor, and yield- |, 
ed it for a moment to 


|| service. 





resident, at | 
_ the termination of the war, to reduce the number | 
| to that from which it was raised. 


|| the House repealed the clause which im 
more scrutiny, more anxiety to arrive at the truth | 


than gentlemen seemed at present to anticipate. A | 


sed this || 
he Mili- | 





_ July 1, 


permanent peace establishment, providing 
same time, that no vacancy which may occur 


» at the 
among 


The committee also recommend, as a further 
amendment to the act from the House, a seco 
section, to provide in the same manner for the tem. 
porary retention of other officers by suspendiy 
until the same day (fourth of March next) the same 
: ischarge 
them on the day of the proclamation of peace, 
These officers were the second majors attached to 
regiments during the war, and certain staff Officers, 


cond 


| quartermasters, paymasters, surgeons, &c., all of 
| whom were enumerated in the section proposed 


The public service and justice to individuals pe. 
quired, in the opinion of the committee, these classes 
of officers to be temporarily retained. The second 
or additional majors would be thrown out of the 
line of their profession and unjustly disbanded, jf 
not now provided for. It was the opinion of the 
committee that they should be retained as the 


| were; but, as in a permanent peace establishment, 
it would not be advisable to keep up two majors to 


a regiment, it was the opinion of the committee 


that vacancies among such majors should not be 


filled up, and thus leave the reduction of these ad. 
ditional majors to be effected by promotions and 
other canaition of the service. The same provyis. 
ion applies to the staff officers named in the section, 
The provisions of the acts which would disband 
them are suspended until the fourth of March next, 
vacancies in the mean time not to be filled up. The 
services of these officers are deemed necessary for 
some time to come. 

The third section recommended to the act is to 
allow three months’ extra pay to the officers, non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and _ privates, 
who have served’in the war with Mexico, and who 
have served out the term of their engagement or 
been honorably discharged, or may be so dis- 
charged. The provision is to include all who 
served out the term of their engagement, or were 


' honorably discharged from it, whether for the 


whole war or for twelve months, or for a special 
The committee deem this allowance of 
extra pay just in itself and conformable to the 
usage of the Government, being the same that was 
allowed to officers at the conclusion of the late war 
with Great Britain, and less than was allowed 
them at the close of the revolutionary war. It is 
but a small indemnity for loss of time, interruption 
of business, expenses, &c., incident to the change 
of life from the military life to civil pursuits. The 
present provision only differs from those referred 
to in giving the same extra pay to the non-com- 
missioned officers, musicians, and privates, as is 
allowed to the officers, the principle being the 
same in both cases. It is the pay alone, and not 
oe emoluments, which is thus given. — 

r. B. asked that the amendments might be 
ordered to be engrossed; which motion having 
been agreed to, the bill was read a third time, by 
unanimous consent, and passed, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said, that in con- 
sequence of an impression which had been made 
on the mind of the officer who had participated in 
the raising of the flag which he had some time 
since presented to the Senate, on the palace of 
Mexico, because the report which accompanied 
the flag when it was sent to General Twiggs had 
not also been laid before the Senate, he now sub- 
mitted that report, and moved that it be read and 
printed, 

The report having been read— 

Mr. FOOTE complained that he had not been 
consulted by his colleague before he presented the 
flag. There was an impression among the friends 
of Major General Quitman, that injustice had been 


| done to him, by the total suppression of his name 
in the remarks which his colleague had made on in- 


troducing the flag. He had intended, however, to 
let the matter rest, and he would have done so but 
for the revival of the subject this morning. With- 
out intending the slightest disrespect to General 
Twiggs, he thought he should not be doin 

his duty, if he permitted the name of Genera 
Quitman, who had ordered the flag to be raised, 
and who was a distinguished son of Mississipp!, 
to be silently passed over. He had in his posses- 


sion documentary evidence on this point, which 


he hoped to be able at an early period to submit 
to the Senate, in order that justice should be done 
to all on the official records of this body. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, expressed himself 
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surprised at the course of his colleague. 
ficer who had placed the flag in his hands, 
d nothing on the subject, and if there was 
soy wrangling for the honor among subordinates, 
he would not stoop to mingle in it. He did not 
expect that there existed any misunderstanding 
verween the commanding officers. He should be 
fund as ready to defend the reputation of Gen- 
eral Quitman, whenever a proper occasion offered 
itself, as any man; and he should feel great grief 
fanything took place to ruffle a single plume in 
his wreath of renown. The fame of this distin- 
syished man, and of others who had performed a 
sonspicuous part in the late war, he was willing to | 
hand over to the historian; and he would not wish | 
to be numbered among those who desired to make 
political capital out of it. 

Mr. BUTLER said it was natural for military 
oficers to be jealous of their fame. He rose mere- 
ly to state a fact which he had from good author- 
ity. In the midst of the fire, General Quitman 
mounted the edifice, and displayed, not a flag, but | 
a handkerchief. He then called for a flag, which 
was brought, and that flag was the Palmetto flag 
of South Carolina, 

Some further discussion took place between Mr. 
FOOTE and Mr. DAVIS, which became at first 
warm and then personal in its character. 

Mr. BORLAND explained, from his own ob- 
servation, the details of the fight, and awarded the || 
credit of raising the first American flag to General 
Quitman. 

Mr. DAYTON said, when the flag had been || 
first presented by the Senator from Mississippi, he | 
thought it a matter of at least questionable propri- 
ety, deeming as he did the proper place to have | 
been the War Department, and he should there- || 
fore move to lay the subject on the table; which || 
motion was agreed to. 

THE WASHINGTON GAS-LIGHT COMPANY. || 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration | 


| 
tt 
' 


of the bill to incorporate the Washington Gas-Light || 
Company. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to amend | 
the bill by adding another section, giving the city || 
authorities wholesome control over the company, 
as to location, &c.; which was agreed to, and the 
bill was read a third time and passed. | 

On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- | 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill for the relief | 
of Gamaliel Taylor, late marshal of the State of 
Indiana, and his securities; which, having heen ex- 
lained and advocated by Mr. B., was ordered to 
ve engrossed, and was subsequently read a third | 
time, by unanimous consent, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BORLAND, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill to allow pay and sub- 
sistence to certain Arkansas and other volunteers 
who have been prisoners in Mexico. 

This bill, having been explained, was ordered to 
be engrossed, and was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 

Mr. UPHAM asked the Senate to take up the 
bill for the payment of the fourth regiment of the || 








second brigade of the third division of the Vermont |, 
militia, for services at the battle of Plattsburg. The | 
bill, he thought, would give rise to no debate; it 
had already been passed three times by the Senate. 
The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT wished to have a general under- 
stsuding that the question should be taken on the || 
Oregon Territory bill on Tuesday week. 

Mr. WESTCOTT was opposed to anything || 
being done until the treaty with Mexico was re- 
turned, when all relating to the territories newly || 
acquired could be settled. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. Say Wednes- 
day week, by which time the treaty will doubtless 
be here. 

Mr. BRIGHT assented, and it is now the un- || 
derstanding that the question will be taken on that 
day, should the debate have terminated. 

On motion of Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 














HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, July 3, 1848. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


Mr. BURT asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to allow him to move to discharge the Com- |: 








|| occasion to present this resolution. 
| that the House has little of time or patience to | 


| sternation through the country. 
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mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union from 
the bill to increase the efficiency of the regiments 
and corps of the army, and to provide for disabled 
and infirm officers. 

Mr. McKAY said that that was a very import- 
ant bill, and he desired to discuss it in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. BURT moved to suspend the rules to ena- 
ble him to move to discharge the committee from 
the above-mentioned bill. Agreed to, two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. BURT, to save the time of the House this 
morning, proposed that the bill take its place on 
the Speaker’s table to come up in its order. He 


| should then be glad to meet the gentleman from 


North Carolina on its merits. 

This suggestion was acquiesced in, and the bill 
went to the Speaker’s table. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, it was ordered that 


| when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet 
| on Wednesday next. 

REVOLUTIONARY TROPHIES. || 
Mr. COLLAMER, by leave, introduced the fol- |, 


lowing joint resolution: 


Resolved, §c., That two brass field-pieces captured from 
the enemy at the battle of Bennington, in the State of Ver- 
mont, in 1777, now in the possession of the United States, be 
immediately well mounted under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, and delivered to the Governor of the State of 
Vermont, to be hereafter holden as the property of said State. 


The resolution having been read a first and sec- 
ond time— 
Mr. COLLAMER addressed the House to the 


| following effect: Mr. Speaker, a motion has now 


been entertained that when this House adjourns, it 
will adjourn to the Sth instant, and this 1s, there- 


| fore, for all the practical purposes of this House, | 
I therefore take this as a fitting || 


the 4th of July. 


listen to a subject to them of so little interest or im- 


| portance, and | will therefore state, as concisely as 


possible, the history of the two field-pieces men- 
tioned in the resolution, and the claim of Vermont 
to the same. 

In 1775, before the declaration of independence, 


| and immediately after the commencement of hos- 
| ulities with England, the people of Vermont, then | 


called The New Hampshire Grants, captured the 
fortresses of Ticonderoga and Crown Point, and 


therein took one hundred and thirteen pieces of || 


cannon, six mortars, and three howitzers, good for 
service. ‘I'hese all passed into the service of the 
United States, and the people of Vermont have re- 
ceived therefor no compensation. This constitu- 


| ted the basis of the artillery with which the war of 
| the Revolution was achieved, 
| disaster attended the American arms. 


In 1777 
General Burgoyne entered the country, from Can- 


| ada, with his imposing army of invasion, the best- 


appointed and best-furnished army, though not the 
largest, ever landed in America. He captured ‘T1- 


conderoga, opened the whole northern frontier, | 


pushed forward to the Hudson, and spread con- 
It should, how- 
ever, be remarked that he had some proper appre- 
ciation of Vermont. In the published journal of 


| his expedition as it advanced will be tound this 


entry of General Burgoyne: ‘The Hampshire 


| § Grants, in particular, a country unpeopled and 


‘almost unknown in the last war, [that is, the old 
* French war,| now abounds in the most active and 
‘ most rebellious race on the continent, and hangs 
‘ likea gathering storm upon my left.” There was 
a depot of provisions at Bennington, in Vermont, 
and a detachment of Burgoyne’s army under Col. 


| Baum was sent to capture it, and upon this de- 


tachment this gathering storm burst like a tornado. 
Sir, | wish it remembered that no United States 
troops were present. It was the people of Ver- 
mont, assisted by their neighbors of New Hamp- 
shire under the gallant Starke, and a few bold 
neighbors from Berkshire, Massachusetts, who 
overthrew this army under Baum, behind their log 


breastwork, and captured over seven hundred men, | 
besides the killed and dispersed; and then it was | 
| that they took these two field-pieces. Did they not 
belong to that people? But, sir, they were wanted | 


by the country. They weretaken downto the Hud- 
son, and constituted a part of the artillery in the 
battles of Beamis’s Heights and Saratoga, which 
resulted in the capture of the whole British army. 
They have been retained by the United States ever 
since. Sir, the expenses of Vermont in the Revo- 


I am sensible | 


In 1776 little but || 
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lution have never been settled, or a dollar of them 
repaid. Their efforts at Ticonderoga, at Hubbard- 
ton, at Bennington, and even those of last war, 
when Vermont rose in mass and went to the rescue 
at Plattsburg, have never been adjusted or a dollar 
paid therefor by this nation. All I now ask is, 
that you return to Vermont these two field-pieces, 
which you have kept seventy years, and now, hav- 
ing worn out their carriages, you have thrown 
them aside as valueless, outside your arsenal; and 
there, sir, you may now see them, neglected and 
corroding, but there is chisseled on them the pre- 
cious memento that they were captured at Ben- 
nington, 1777. This Government regards them as 
of no value. May we have them? Will you re- 
mount and return them? To us of Vermant they 
are invaluable. We will put them in the vestibule 
of our granite capitol, and they shall be kept 
bright, in patriotic, filial, and grateful remembrance 
of our fathers’ valor. Again I ask, may we have 
them ? 

The resolution was then read a third time, and 
passed unanimously. 


Mr. STANTON asked that the House, by gen- 
| eral consent, discharge the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union from the consideration of 
Senate bill to enable and authorize the accounting 
| officers of the treasury to audit and settle the ac- 
| counts of certain acting officers therein named. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, objected. 

Mr. STANTON then moved a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose indicated. Disagreed to; 
two-thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. GAINES moved the following resolution, 
which was read and agreed to: 

Resolwei, That the papers on file in relation tothe claim 
of the legal representatives of William Vawters, deceased, 
be referred to the Secretary of War, that that claim may be 
|| settled under the act of Congress of July 5, 1832, if it is em- 
braced by thatlaw; and if not, that he may report to this 
| House the facts of the case. 

Mr. FRIES moved a suspension of the rules to 
| enable him to move a resolution to rescind the re- 
solution closing the debate in Committee of the 
Whole at two o’clock this day on the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. Lost; two-thirds 
| Not voting in favor thereof. 
| Mr. McILVAINE moved a suspension of the 
| rules to enable him to offer a resolution directing 
| the Committee on Printing to inquire into the ex- 
|| pediency of printing 10,000 copies extra of the 


i 


|| report accompanying the bill to establish an Indian 
| Territory west of the Mississippi river. Lost; 
two-thirds not voting in the affirmative. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 
|| On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
| itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
| the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the chair,) and 
| proceeded to the consideration of the bill making 
\| appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
'| penses of Government for the year ending June 30, 
| 1849. 
|| Mr, FLOURNOY spoke out the residue of his 
|| hour, and compared the two candidates for the 
| Presidency in relation to the positions which they 
had assumed, to the advantage of General Taylor. 
He spoke of General Cass’s extreme party policy, 
and maintained that the excitement now existing 
| in the country on the subject or Soweey was create 
|| by Democratic ultraism. General Taylor, he as- 
|| serted, was really Democratic, but perfectly safe 
'| and conservative, and under his administration the 
|| Union itself would not be endangered. 
|| Mr. WOODWARD, of South Carolina, fol- 
| lowed, and argued the constitutional question in 
| relation to the power of the General Government 
'| over the Territories, . 
| Mr. PRESTON addressed the committee on the 
| position of the exciting slave question and the 
+ means of settling it,and on ether questions which 
'| parties had brought into the approaching contest. 
| He was interrupted by the expiration of the time 
| allowed for debate, without finishing his argu- 
| ment. 
cm above speeches will be found in the Ap- 
ndix. 

— viNTON said, he understood there were 

many amendments to be offered to this bill. The 

Committee of Ways and Means had amendments 

to offer, and there would be a great number sub- 
'| mitted 7 gentlemen individually. He therefore 
| suggested, that as it was im ible to dispose of 
|| the civil and diplomatic bill to-day, and as the 
| House would not sit to-morrow, the commitice 


| 
' 
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| 
| 
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should now lay the bill aside informally, and take 
up and dispose of the Post Office and the Indian 
appropriation bills, which had been returned from 
the Senate with amendments. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired if the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] intended to 
avail himself of his privilege to speak on the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill? If so, he had 
better proceed now. 

Mr. VINTON said he had listened very atten- 
tively to the debate, but he had heard nothing that 
called upon him foran answer. He did not, there- 
fore, propose to avail himself of his privilege. 

Mr. RHETT inquired, if the committee should 
agree to the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
whether the civil and diplomatic bill would not 
lose its place? , 

A conversation ensued; but ultimately the civil 
and diplomatic bill was laid aside by common con- 
sent. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee then took up the bill making ap- 
propriations for the service of the Post Office De- 
partment for the year ending June 30, 1849, and 
the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The first amendment of the Senate was read. It 
reduces the appropriation for the transportation of 
the maths within the United States from $2,540,700 
to $2,495,700, (reduction $45,000,) and appropri- 
ates $45,000 for the transportation of the mail be- 
tween Charleston, South Carolina, and Havana, in 
steam vessels, to touch at Savannah and Key West, 
and $5,000 for the employment of smaller steam 
vessels to furnish mail facilities to such places on 
the coast of Florida as the Postmaster General 
shall think proper. 

Mr. BIRDSALL obtained the floor, and inquired 
if the House was not now in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the affirmative; 
but he intimated to the gentleman from New York 
that the debate must be limited to the pending 
question, which was one of concurrence in the 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, inquired on what 
principle the Chair made this decision? The 
House was now in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and, consequently, they 
were in precisely the same position that they were 
half an hour avo, with the exception that they had 
before them a different bill. He could not see, 
therefore, on what principle the gentleman from 
New York was to be so restricted that he could 


not go into party discussion, which had been | 


going on here for some days. 

The CHAIRMAN intimated that debate was 
not in order unless the gentleman appealed. 

Mr. JONES took an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Some conversation ensued thereon, in which 
Messrs. EVANS, JONES, VINTON, SIMS, and 
others took part. 

The decision of the Chair was then sustained by 
a vote of 77 to 44. 

Mr. VINTON made some brief explanations of 
the amendments made by the Senate, and the rec- 
ommendation of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to concur therein. 

After a few words from Mr. POLLOCK— 


one ° oe | 
The question on the amendment was divided, 


and wasirst put on the first branch, viz: To re- 


duce the amount from $2,540,700 to $2,495,700. 


It- was acreed to. 

The question being on the second branch of the 
amendment— 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, explained 
the provisions of the law of last Congress, and the 
action of the Postmaster General in making the 
contract. He argued that he was sustained by 
the spirit of the law in entering into the contract, 
and briefly and warmly urged the importance and 
the justice of the appropriation, the faith of the 
Government being pledged to the contract, as he 
contended. 

Mr. FICKLIN called for the reading of the let- 
ter of the Postmaster General on this subject; but 
it was not in the House. He briefly opposed the 
appropriation. 
faith of the Government being pledged, by stating 
that the contract was made expressly subject to 
the action of Congress in the premises. 

Mr. POLLOCK stated that the company had 
already gone on to construct vessels. 





He answered the argument of the | 





Mr. FICKLIN replied, if they had done so, they 
had done it at their peril, and had no claim upon 
Congress. He urged that the House should stand 
by its deliberate decision against the appropriation 
made when the subject was formerly under con- 


sideration, and that this spirit of growing expendi- || 


tures should be arrested. 

Mr. 
General that the mail might be conveyed without 
the employment of steamers between Charleston 


and Havana, but urged that it would be inadequate || 
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| debate had been fastened on him person 
|| ing him, the most humble of the membe 


RHETT admitted with the Postmaster || 


to meet the wants of the community and the in- | 


terests of the country, as well as behind the spirit 
of the age. He replied to Mr. Fickiin’s objection 
on the ground of economy, that it was a measure 
intended to subserve two purposes: the transmis- 


sion of the mail afd the keeping up of the navy, || 


and that the argument was not valid unless the 


navy itself should be abolished for the sake of | 


economy. 

The iauina was continued by Mr. HOUSTON, 
of Alabama, and when he concluded, the commit- 
tee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, asked leave to offer 
a resolution calling on the President to furnish the 


House with a statement of ail moneys paid Gen- || 


eral Cass and General ‘Taylor, since their entrance 


into the public service, whether for regular or ex- | 


tra services. Objected to. 
Mr. JONES moved a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of offering the resolution. 
Whereupon the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, July 3, 1848. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the credentials 
of Mr. Tuomas Merca.re, appointed a Senator 
by the Governor of the State of Kentucky, to fill 


| 
the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Mr. || 
‘| into an examination of this point, and asked how 


John J. Crittenden. 


Mr. Mercatre, after having been duly qualified, 
took his seat. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


seatpost ce - | 
Mr. NILES presented a petition from citizens || people on whom will devolve the right of selecting 


of Pennsylvania, asking a reduction of postage 
and discontinuance of the franking privilege; which 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. ‘TURNEY presented a petition from citi- 
zens of ‘Tennessee, asking the establishment of a 
mail route from Smithville to Batton’s Store, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported House bill for the relief of the Red River 


] 





___ Suly 8, 


| desultory range which the discussion on this rean. 
lution had taken, and reminded the Senate th 


atthe 
ally, leay. 


, v rs of this 
body, no alternative but to enter into it. He es 


gretted that the Senator from Mississippi, who }, ud 
| provoked certain questions from him, was not now 
present. That Senator had propounded certain 
| questions relating to the course of General Tay|o, 
| He now desired to ask a question respecting Gen. 
eral Cass’s views on internal improvement, and the 

_ western lakes and harbors. He had already ro. 
ferred to the subject, and had been told that hig 
"sentiments were imbodied in a certain letter to ay 
| individual. He was desirous, however, to avail 
_ himself of the latest edition of his opinions. }j, 
would now state it to be his belief that Geners| 
Cass stood nowhere on the question of slavery 
His course leaves the question unsettled one way 
or the other, and this he proposed to show. F 
In the first place, he stated that General Cass 
had evaded the general issue, and left us in the 
dark as to his real opinions. On the subject of the 


, course of General Cass as to the Wilmot proviso 
. , 


the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mitcer} had 
already cast some light. When the two-millioy 
Will came up, General Cass was opposed to it—not 
from any change of principle, but because he 
thought it out of place. The next item was the 
letter of General Cass to Mr. Nicholson, in which 
he asserts that Congress has no power to interfere 


| with slavery in the States. On that point, all the 


, Senators are agreed, not excepting th 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hate.] 


Senator 
”y 
he next 


| point is, that General Cass is of opinion that Con- 


gress cannot touch slavery in the Territories, 
| General Cass leaves the whole matter to the Ter- 
_ritories, and to the people of the Territories, to be 
disposed of by any regulations they may make 
not inconsistent with the Constitution. He went 


it could be applied to California, made up of a 
| mixed race, without a single white man. The 
| population of New Mexico is the most degraded 

of any population in Mexico. Yet these are the 


representatives. Suppose New Mexico should 
| select slavery: General Cass, according to his 
| principles, avowed in his letter, must veto it. He 
| 1s committed by his letters neither to accept nor 
| reject any bill on the subject from the people of a 


Territory. His object in making this point was, 


|| to reply to those who said General Taylor had no 


avowed opinions on the subject, that, on the same 


He referred to the platform laid down by the 


| 
subject, General Cass stood nowhere. 
1} 


Railroad Company, with a recommendation that | 


iM pass. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported an act to extend an act entitled 
‘An act providing for the adjustment of all the 
suspended preémption land claims in the several 
Siates and ‘Territories,’’ approved August 3, 1840; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. b. also, from the same committee, made a 


report recommending the printing of two thousand | 


additional copies of David Dale Owen’s geological 
reconnoissance of the Chippewa land district of 
Wisconsin and the northern part of lowa. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Cemmittee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill allowing exchanges of 
and granung additional school lands in the State 
of Arkansas, accompanied by a report; which was 
read a first ume. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported House bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Joshua Kennedy, de- 
ceased, without amendment. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an unfavorable report on the 


| several peutions of settlers and claimants to the 


reservation of land in the county of Lee, lowa, 
accompanied by a report; which was ordered to be 
printed, 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


The joint resolution from the House fixing the 
time of adjournment on the 17th instant was taken 
up; the question being on the motion of Mr. Bape- 
ER to amend the resolution, by adding a provision 
that the next session of Congress shall commence 
on the second Monday in November next. 


Mr. MANGUM referred to the extended and. | 


Baltimore Convention, and the cordial and full 
recognition of the principles here laid down, by 
|General Cass. In the seventh canon of this plat- 
| form, it is laid down that Congress has no right to 

interfere with the domestic institutions of a State. 
| This was a copy of the canon of the Baltimore 
| Convention of 1844, and that was a copy of the 

canon of the Baltimore Convention of 1840. He 
_ quoted resolutions introduced by Mr. Campbell in 
1844, from which the canons of the Democratic 
platform on the subjects of internal improvements 
and slavery were taken, word for word. He sug- 
gested that this explanation showed the claim 
which the Democratic party had to the gratitude 
even of their own party for their originality and 
their regard for the country. He adverted to the 
Journal, to show that almost every Whig voted to 
sustain these resolutions. ; 
Mr. FOOTE asked if the Whigs generally did 
| not vote for the tariff in 1842, and if they did not 
| make a change in their basis of 1844? 
Mr. MANGUM said he believed the Whigs 
generally did vote for the tariff of 1842, although 
it was not the general bill. He did not approve 
of the tariff of 1842, and he voted against it. 
Mr. FOOTE asked if the tariff of 1842 was not 
the issue at the Presidential election of 1844? 
Mr. MANGUM said it was made the issue at 
the Presidential election in most of the States. He 
adverted to the spring which had been given to our 
industry and prosperity by the tariff of 1842. He 
went on to read the second resolution of the plat- 
form, and its history. He named with some em- 
phasis some of the individuals—Mr. Preston King 
and others—who had voted for this resolution, and 
asserted that the platform was constructed of prin- 
ciples which no one would deny. 
General Cass had taken his stand on this plat- 
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: 1) 
frm, which was not precisely as Mr. Stevenson | 
represented it, just broad enough to contain the 
whole Democratic party, but none beyond it, but 
hich insome parts was wide enough to admit all 
warties. He referred to the celebrated Kane letter 
which circulated so generally in Pennsylvania, and 
expressed a convicuion that it had its origin in the 
ame vrvin in which was engendered the Baltimore 
siatform. He held in his hands two copies of the 
\e of General Cass, printed at the Congressional 
Glove office, price fifty cents per hundred, identi- 
cally the same up to the last page, one addressed 
“North,” and one South.” In the pamphlet 
for the northern market, his outgushing burst of 
eloquence on the struggles of France—well calcu- 
aed to work on the North—is given. There is 
hut one reference to the Wilmot proviso, where a 
Federal Senator [Mr. Upnam] is charged with a 
design to defeat the two-million bill. 

Mr. HANNEGAN expressed his conviction 
that neither General Cass, nor any friends of his, 
had ever sanctioned the publication of two distinct 
editions of a speech, one intended for one section 
of the Union, and one for another section. He 
had authority to state from the Congressional com- 
mittee on the Democratic side, that they had never 
sanctioned any such practice. 

Mr. MANGUM did not wonder at the sensi- 
tiveness of Senators on the other side. He then 
referred to the language in the other copy of the 
Life of General Cass, which he presumed to be 
intended for the South—although he admitted that 
there was nothing printed on the face of the docu- 
ments to the effect that one was for the North and 
the other for the South—in which General Cass | 
evaded the question of the Wilmot proviso. 

Mr. FOOTE asked if the Senator from North | 
Carolina did not know that one edition of the biog- | 
raphy was printed before the agitation of the French | 
question, and that afterwards his friends thought 
i right to modify the pamphlet by inserting his | 
remarks on that question ? 

Mr. MANGUM said he certainly attributed no 
censure to the friends of General Cass for inserting | 
his remarks on the French struggle; but he asked | 
why it was, at the same time, deemed expedient 
to omit the opinions of the General on the Wilmot | 
proviso? He asserted that he was a southern man: 
he was ready to die for the institutions of the South 
whenever it should be necessary. He went for | 
liberty first, and for Union next, and he hoped | 
they would not be divided; but if he had the firm- | 
ness he trusted he had, he would stand by his 
country in repelling, to the last, every attempt to 
touch the institutions the sanctity of which was | 
guarantied by the Constitution. 

He paid a tribute to the kind and generous cour- 
tesy of General Cass, with whom he had inter- 
course when the General held a place in an admin- 
istration with which he (Mr. M.) had no personal 
communication excepting General Cass. He said 
he had put a question to which he desired an an- 
swer. The harbor and river bill which Mr. Polk | 
lad vetoed, would General Cass veto? The sec- | 
ond resolution of the Baltimore platform denies the | 
power of the General Government to make inter- 
nalimprovements. Mr. Polk gave in his adhesion 
to the platform of 1844, Oregon up to 54° 40’, and 
all. But for the veto of the internal-improvement 
bill, Mr. Polk would have been the nominee of | 
the Baltimore Convention again. 

Mr. FOOTE. He would not have accepted it. | 

Mr. MANGUM, My dear sir, not accept! I 
beg pardon—I have known Mr. Polk a long time. 


wit 





| istration, 


was opposed to any powerful nation holding it. 
He desired it to remain free; and he was equally 
opposed to any strong naval power holding the key 
to the Gulf. 

Mr. FOOTE asked whether General Taylor con- 


| sidered the United States as in the wrong, and Mex- 


ico in the right, during the recent war? 

Mr. MANGUM said he was not going to be the 
expounder of all General Taylor’s opinions. He 
took a view of the course of the Administration in 
the commencement of the war, asserting that the 
President had not calculated on any of the conse- 
quences of the war falling on him and his Admin- 
But the President had relied too much 
on the effect of the clamor about British Whigs, 
&c. He touched on the Oregon dispute, and the 
annexation of ‘Texas, and the ambition to acquire 


| territory which had characterized some of our re- 


cent administrations. He was opposed to the 

policy. He went for home in preference to all the 

broad territories of the earth. Our policy is not to 

promote the welfare of others, butourown, When 

the country is engaged ina foreign war, sanctioned 

by the Executive, he could never stand ready to — 
go against her. Yet he was one of those called 

Mexican Whigs. He differed with some of his 

friends as to the possibility of avoiding the war, and 

stated that some of our gallant officers had been 

persecuted by the Nero of the day, when they 

ought to have been rewarded. He said that had 

the Whig party selected a civilian, he would have 

rejoiced; but as this had not been done, he was 
glad to take hold of the gallant military man by 
the hand, relying more on him than on many other 
more conspicuous civilians who might have been 

brought forward. 


Mr. FOOTE asked if General Taylor’s friends r 


held that the President of the United States or the 
Mexicans had commenced the war. 

Mr. MANGUM replied that the war, in his 
oer was commenced by the President of the 
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scribed and defended the Philadelphia platform, 


nited States. In reference to the maxim, ‘to the | 


victors belong the spoils,’’ he denounced it with 
the most unutterable scorn. He eulogized General 
Taylor and Millard Fillmore, defending them 
against the attacks of Croswell, who had at one 
time declared General Jackson unfit to fill the office 
of President, and at another time that the General 


was the greatest hero that ever walked the land; | 
who had abused and eulogized other great men— | 


perhaps Mr. Van Buren. 


countenance to. Such, indeed, was the harsh and 


indiscriminate abuse of the mercenary press that | 


the only protection of any man was his insignifi- 
cance. It would be well to discontinue this debate 


here, for he had no doubt that the presses would | 


be so industrious, that they would, before the end 
of the campaign, prove General Cass to be desti- 
tute of any good quality whatever; and that Gen- 


eral Taylor never dared to show his honest, ruddy | 


face on the battle-ground of Buena Vista. 


Mr. HANNEGAN rose to explain the cause of || 


the discrepancy in the sketch of General Cass. He 


stated that the only omission was that of part of a | 
letter of General Cass to Mr. Nicholson, which | 
He knew, and the Senate | 


was left out of one. 
knew, that Francis P. Blair and John C. Rives 


would never stoop to be guilty of a falsehood, and || 


they were men who would never stoop to be guilty 
of a fraud. ‘The one was a publication in March, 
the other in June; and the difference was caused 
by a desire of the young man who prepared the 





He went on to state that General Cass had voted 
for internal improvements; but how would he act 
in reference to vetoing a bill? He regarded Gen- | 
eral Cass as the representative of the worst type of | 
Democracy, and he anticipated new foreign wars, 
should he be elected and serve his four years. He | 
Supported General Taylor, because he looked on 
him as ready to carry out all the principles of the | 
hig party—to promote industry, and to cultivate | 
& pacific policy; because he believed him to have | 
a true sense of national honor, and that he would 
lever stretch out a strong hand to wrest territory 
‘rom a weak neighbor; and because he considered 
‘mas above mingling with low party intrigues. | 
He characterized the Democratic party as going | 
for bold enterprise, regardless of the cost of treas- | 
ure or of blood; as pursuing an aggressive, gallant 
poliey, more anxious to achieve a glittering posi- | 
tion in history than to introduce or secure domes- | 
tic peace and comfort at home. As to Cuba, he! 


sketch to correct it, so as not to swell the limits 
and increase the expense. fj ; 
Some further explanations on this point ensued; 


and the parts of the pamphlet were read and reread; 


and Mr. Hannecan read a further extract, which, 


he said, the Senator from North Carolina had omit- |} 


ted. 
Mr. MANGUM said he had not read it, because 


it was not contained in either of the editions of the | 


pamphlet which he had before him. He believed 


that General Cass would scorn to sanction such a | 


vile course, or that the Senator from Indiana would; 
but there are hangers-on, leeches, who are ready 
to do anything to promote their object. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he did not know the 


author positively; but if it was the person he sup- || 
posed, he wasa young man, not more thantwenty- | 


five years of age, open and ingenuous, who, he 
thought, would never be guilty of a fraud. He 
wished the Senator from North Carolina had de- 


He had seen the Sena- | 
tor from Mississippi so severely handled by the || 
press that he would have scorned to have lent a | 


and General Taylor and his principles. He was 
not disposed to say a word against General Taylor, 
who was an honest and a brave old soldier, who, 
according to his own statement, never cast a vote, 
nor filled an.office, from a constable upwards. It 
had been asserted that the Philadelphia Convention 
had been disposed to nominate Old Zack for Presi- 
dentand Old Whitey for Vice President. General 
Taylor’s sentiments were not known. Fle was 
taken on trust, as John Tyler was, and he reminded 
the Senator that in less than eighteen months after 
the election of John Tyler, curses loud and deep 
were heaped upon him. He asserted his belief 
that the Whigs had destroyed themselves by the 
nomination of General Taylor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, made some ex- 
planations of the course of General Cass, in order 
to show that the defence of the Senator from Indi- 
ana did not clear the General from the charge of 
inconsistency, nor exactly settle the question as to 
the absence of any fraud. The Senator from Ver- 
mont (Mr. Upnam] had also applied at the Globe 
office for copies of the sketch, and he had obtained 
the two editions—March and June—from which it 
appears that the very words said by the Senator 
from Indiana to have been left out of the June 
edition in his hand, because other matter was in- 

| troduced in its room, appear in the June edition 
which he (Mr. Jonnson) held in his hand. ‘The 
Senator from Indiana could compare the pam- 
| phlets, and he could then decide whether the young 
man of twenty-five was so entirely innocent of 
fraud as he supposed. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said his authority was Gen- 

| eral Bayly and Mr. Howell Cobb, of the House. 
Mr. JOHNSON said this was the policy of the 
Democratic Association, at Jackson Hall, to send 
| out different editions, one for the North and one 
for the South, where they were scattered broad- 
cast. The thing did not do itself—who did it? 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Some villain. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, some villain. I echo 
the Senator from Indiana. Why was it done, if 

| not to give different impressions in the North and 
| the South? He cared not what platform General 
| Cass stood on; but there was one platform which 
| God had planted—common honesty—on which 
every man could stand. Our penitentiaries are 
filled with persons charged with more trivial crimes, 
for false pretences of a far less criminal and de- 
testable character than this. If General Cass were 
here, it would become him to denounce at once 
that class of men which seeks support for him by 
| cheating others. A thimble-rigger is a virtuous 
| man compared with such. 

Mr. HANNEGAN was certainly very much 
surprised at the disclosure of the Senator from 
Maryland. He would take occasion to disclaim on 
behalf of every member of this Senate, and of the 
other House, any participation in this fraud. Who- 
ever had been so misguided as to do it, had not 

_ hugged to his heart so closely as he ought the 
principles of honor. But while he admitted this, 
| he desired to know what there was in the matter 
omitted of such consequence that it should be 
hurled against General Cass? To find the history 
| of General Cass, he referred Senators to the history 
| of our country, from the time of Mr. Jefferson to 
|| this oo 

\ Mr. FOOTE made a reply at some length to the 
| 


|| remarks of the Senator from North Carolina, (Mr. 
| Manovum.] 

Mr. NILES then made a few humorous re- 
|| marks, in which he compared the proceedings of 
|| the day with those of a ratification ae 
|| Mr. CLAYTON then rose and expressed a wish 
to reply to some of the remarks which had fallen 
|| from the Senators on the other side. But as the 
| hour was late, he suggested the propriety of ad- 
journment. 

On motion, it was then ordered that when the 
Senate adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Wednes- 
day, in order to enable it to join in the ceremony 
of laying the corner-stone of the Washington Na- 
|| tional Monument to-morrow. 
|, The Senate then adjourned. 


} 





| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpwnespay, July 5, 1848. 
The Journal of Monday was read and approved. 


|| Mr. COCKE, by the unanimous consent of the 
Il House, offered a resolution to discharge the Com- 
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mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the bill of the Senate granting pensions to the 
widows and orphans of such officers, musicians, 
and privates, of the army of the United States, as 
have fallen in Mexico, and that the same be put 
on ite passage. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The bill and the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions of the 
House were read. 

Mr. COCKE explained the bill and amendment, 
and urged its passage in a few remarks. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to amend the amend- 
ment so as to embrace the widows and orphans of 
those officers and soldiers who died on their march 
to Mexico. 

Mr. COCK E moved the previous question, which 
was seconded, and, under the operation thereof, 
the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as thus amended, was adopted, 
and the bill read a third me, passed, and returned 
to the Senate. 

Mr. BINGHAM, by leave, introduced a joint 
resolution to change the location of the site of a 
light-house on Lake Superior; which was read three 
times and passed. 


OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. BOTTS said, some time since a bill was 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
repealing so much of the act of 1846 as required 
the President to discharge, at the close of the war, 
the number of brigadier and major generals, and 
other officers appointed under that act. The bill 
had passed the Hlouse and gone to the Senate, and 
was taken up there on Saturday last, and sent back 
with various amendments. Upon its return to the 
Tlouse, it was, on the motion, he thought, of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton,] referred to 
the Commitvee on Military Affairs. That commit- 
tee had had no meeting since that day. He did 
not believe it had been within the knowledge of 
any member of the committee that the bill had 
been referred to them, otherwise, a meeting would 
have been called, and the committee would have 
had the bill under consideration. It had become 
indispensably necessary that it should be acted on 
to-day. He understood that the treaty had arrived 
from Mexico—that the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent would be published to-morrow, and would 
probably have been to-day, had any paper issued 
in this city this morning. If the bill was not acted 
upon to-day, it became the President’s imperative 
duty to dismiss the officers—the major generals, 
brigadier generals, and other officers—provided for 
in the act of 1846, many of whom, for their mer- 
itorious services, had been promoted. 

The amendment of the Senate suspended the 
operation of this act to the 4th of March, 1849, 
thus affording additional time for legislation on 
this subject. It would be perfectly competent for 
either House to introduce and pass a bill repealing 
these laws at any subsequent period of this or of 
the next session, but there was no time to act upon 
it now in any other way than by a suspension of 
the law such as was now proposed, for the reason, 
as he had said, that these gentlemen were to go out 


peace, 

He therefore moved that the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the subject, and that the amendments 
of the Senate be put on their passage immediately. 
He hoped there would be no objection. 

Mr. DICKEY objected, 

Mr. BOTTS hoped the gentleman would not 
by his power of objection under the rules defeat 
the will of a large majority of the House. 

Mr. DICKEY adhered to his objection. 

Mr. BOTTS inquired if it would be in order to 
move to suspend the rules for the purpose, 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. VINTON moved a resolution to close all 
debate in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the bill making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department for the 
year ending June 30, 1849, in thirty minutes after 
the House shall again consider said bill in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Agreed to. 


GAS-LIGHT IN WASHINGTON. 
The bill of the House to incorporate the Wash- 
ington Gas-light Company, which was several days 


THE CO 


| since returned from the Senate with an amend- 





| ment, was taken up, and the amendment of the 


Senate was read and concurred in, and the bill 


| stands passed. 


Mr. HUNT called for the orders of the day. 
RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


The SPEAKER announced the report of the | 
Committee on Commerce, and the accompanying | 


resolutions on the message of the President giving 


| his reasons for withholding his approval from the 
river and harbor bill of last session, on the memo- | 
| rial of the Chicago Convention, and on various 


other memorials for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors, as the subject first in order. 
The resolutions were read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States vests 
in Congress the power to appropriate money to open and 


| improve harbors, and remove obstructions from navigable 


rivers, in all cases where such improvements are necessary 


to the protection and facility of commerce with foreign na- | 


tions or the commerce among the States. 
2. Resolved, That the interests of our national commerce, 


the common defence, and general weltare of the United | 


State, require a judicious exercise of the foregoing powers. 


3. Resolved, That the reasons assigned by the Presideut | 


in his veto message of December 15, 1847, for his refusal to 


| approve and sign the bill passed Marel: 3, 1847, making ap- 


propriations fur the improvement of certain barbors and 


| rivers, are deemed insufficient and unsatisfactory. 


4. Resolved, That it would be inexpedient, and contrary 


| to the principles of the Constitution, to give the general con- 


sent of Congress, in advance of legislation by the States, to 
the impo-iuion ot tonnage duties by the several States as a 
means of improving the ports and harbors at which such 
duties may be levied. 

5. Resolved, That the report of the Committee on Com- 
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| for the committee to have made their re 


| message, circulated among the people 


States. He differed with the President, and qj 


_ ber of this House, he was nevertheless obliced to 
| presume that he had acted honestly in the disc 
| of his duties, and the President had as good a 


| House. 


| 


merce on the memorial of the Chicago Convention respect- | 
| ing harbor and river improvements, the President’s message | 
of December 15, 1847, on the same subject, and the bill re- | 
| ferred to said committee in relation to tonnage duties, with | 
the minority report on the saine subject, be printed, and that | 


the Committee on Printing be directed to inquire into the 
expediency of printing extra copies of said report. 


Mr. SIMS, who was entitled to the floor, said | 


he had no disposition to occupy the time of the 
House at this late period of the session upon the 
subject of these resolutions. He would much 
prefer that the regular necessary business before 


' them should be attended to; and in order to arrive 


at that result, he would move to lay the report and 
resolutions on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to lay on the table. 


Mr. McCLERNAND asked to be excused from | 
| voting, and for leave to state his reasons for his 


motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot be 
allowed to state any reasons under the rule. 


Mr. McCLERNAND, then, would vote against | 


the resolutions, because in effect they must precip- 


itate the country into an enormous public debt; and | 


because, too, they could not be regarded otherwise 


than as anattack, a gratuitousattack, upon the Ad- | 


ministration. 





‘The question to lay upon the table was put, and _ 


decided in the negative, by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bird- 
sall, Bowdon, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Burt, Chase, 
Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, Williamson R.W. Cobb, 
Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Featherston, Ficklin, Fries, 
Green, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Haralson, Harmanson, 


Harris, Hill, George 8. Houston, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
of office immediately upon the proclamation of || 


Iverson, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, J. H. Johnson, Robert 
W. Johuson, George W. Jones, Kennon, Lahm, La Seére, 
Lord, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClernand, McDowell, MeKay, 
Miller, Peaslee, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, Richey, Sawyer, 
Simpson, Sims, Smart, Stanton, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Robert A. Thompson, Venable, Wallace, Wick, Wiley, 
Williams, and Woodward—65. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Barrow, Belcher, Bingham, Blan- 
chard, Botts, Bowlin, Brady, Buckner, Butier, Canby, Chap- 
man, Clingman, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, Crow- 
ell, Crezier, Darling, Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, Dunn, Eck- 
ert, Edwards, Embree, A, Evans, Nathan Evans, Faran, 
Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, Frecdley, Fulton, Gayle, Gentry, 
Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Grinnell, Hale, Nathan K. Hall, J. 
G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John 


| W. Houston, Hubbard, Hudson, Hunt, Irvin, Jenkins, John 
| W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas B. King, Daniel P. King, Wil- 


liam ‘T. Lawrence, Sidney Lawrence, Leffler, Lincoln, 
Lynde, McClelland, Mclivaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Mar- 
vin, Morehead, Morris, Mullin, Nelson, Newall, Outlaw, 


| Palfrey, Peck, Pendleton, Petrie, Pettit, Pollock, Preston, 


Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 


Root, Rumsey, St. John, Sherrill, Silvester, Slingerland, | 
Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, Starkweather, Stepheus, | 


Charles E. Stuart. Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, James 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurs- 


| ton, Toombs, Turner, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Went- 
| worth, White, and Wilson—1U9. 


Mr. MecCLELLAND had very little objection, 
he said, to the first and second of these resolutions, 
though he confessed, if he had been on that com- 
mittee, he would not have agreed to report any of 
them. He thought it would have been sufficient 





|| 
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report, and 
sident’s veto 


had that report, together with the Pre 


The first resolution he looked u 
loosely drawn, and many and various construction 
would be put upon it. Yet he had no particula, 
objection to vote for that resolution. on 

he second resolution he could vote for with 
great pleasure. 

The third he could not vote for at all. He y 
itas unnecessary. Helooked upon it, further 
as a direct reflection on the President of the | 


Pon as rather 


lewed 
more, 
Inited 
| 
t 
at the 
ote in 


not agree that the reasons he had assigned jn tha 
veto message were good and sufficient; but 
same time he was unwilling to give any v 
this House which might be tortured into a censure 
of that officer, for the simple reason that he, jn tip 
discharge of his duties, was compelled to differ 
with him; and whatever difference of opinion might 


exist between the President and himself as q mem- 


haree 
: right 
to differ from him as had any member of this 

jHaving requested the Clerk to read the fourth 
resolution, Mr. McC. said he had very little doyiy: 
from the examination he had been enabled to vive 


_ this subject, that it would be improper and inexpe- 


dient to give this power to the States in advance 
of the action of each State on this particular syb. 
ject; but at the same time he could not vote for that 


| resolution, because he believed it constitutional, He 


thought Congress had power to give authority to 
the States in advance, and it seemed to him that 
any one who would refer to the constitutional pro- 
visions on that subject, would concur with him in 
that opinion. The clause of the Constitution which 
related to this question was in the following words: 
‘* No state shall, without the consent of Congress, 


lay any duty of tonnage,” &c. 


Whether that consent was given before or after 


| any action on the part of the State, it was certainly 
| constitutional, because this grant of power was 


| express, authorizing Congress to give their consent 





| 





| 


to the States to impose these tonnage duties. His 
opinion was, that the power could not be given to 
the extent that had been contended for by some 
gentlemen on this floor. He thought ita very lim- 
ited power, and upon the lakes and upon the 
largest rivers of the United States, which had here- 
tofore been improved by appropriations from Con- 
gress, the power would be of no avail. But at the 
same time (for he wanted to speak briefly on the 
subject) he could not vote for this resolution, be- 
cause he thought the power was constitutionally 
in Congress to give authority to any State in this 
Union to pass laws in regard to tonnage duties 
previous to the action of the State itself. He could 
not, therefore, vote for this resolution. He sug- 


|, gested an amendment to strike out that part of this 
|| resolution which related to the question of consti- 


tutionality. 

Mr. HUNT was very unwilling to consume the 
time of the House, at this advanced stage of the 
session, in debating the propositions contained in 
these resolutions. It was a subject which had 
been very fully discussed on former occasions, not 
only in this House but throughout the country, 
which had been fully investigated by every gentle- 
man here, and on which, no doubt, every one was 
as fully prepared to vote without further debate 
as they would be after days had been consumed 
in its further discussion. 

Mr. ATKINSON wished to make an inquiry of 
the gentleman. Being one of the Committee on 
Commerce, by which this bill had been reported, 
he desired to know of the gentleman, who was the 
chairman of that committee, whether the report had 
received the unanimous sanction of the committee, 
or whether there were dissenting voices; and, if 80, 
who they were? 

Mr. HUNT replied that this subject was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce at an early 
day of the session. ‘They had felt it their duty to 
investigate it and take some action on the various 

uestions referred to them by the message of the 

resident, and the bill of the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Ruett] in relation to tonnage duties. 
There had been a very full discussion of the sub- 
ject in committee, and the conclusions arrived at 
were adopted by the majority of the committee— 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Aramson] and 
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the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Stmpson] 
dissenting from these resolutions, 

; He wished to call the attention of the House for 
a moment to the true character of the resolutions 
- they had been commented upon by the gentle- 
man from Michigan. : : 

Mr. TURNER inquired if the resolutions had 
been printed ? : | 
Mr. HUNT replied that they had, but not by 
the order of the House. 
Mr. TURNER hoped, then, that the gentleman 
would allow them to be referred, or at least post- 

poned, until they could be examined by all. 

Mr. RHETT said, if the gentleman would agree | 
to refer them to the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union, and fix any day on which 
they should come up, they would be perfectly | 
ready to meet them. 

Mr. HUNT replied that the gentleman from 
South Carolina would recollect that these resolu- | 
tions had been reported two weeks ago, and that 
his colleague [Mr. Sts] had at that time got the | 
foor, and they had gone over until this morning. 
They had been printed in the papers of the city, 
and he could not suppose it was necessary to take 
up any further time for gentlemen to prepare to 

pte, 

Mr. LAHM inquired, in case the previous ques- | 
tion were moved and seconded, if it would be in 

order to call for a division so as to vote upon the | 
resolutions separately ? | 

Mr. HUNT. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. LAHM said there were two for which he | 
would vote. 


lution declared the power of Congress to make | 
improvements of harbors and rivers in all cases 
where they were ** necessary to the protection and 
facility of commerce with foreign nations or the 
commerce among the States.’”? It was a general 
declaration of that power, in specific and precise 
phraseology, which he thought could not be ques- 
tioned. He believed every gentleman had made 
up his mind on that point. 

Mr. FARAN wished to be allowed, while the 
gentleman was on the first resolution, to put to him 
one question. That resolution declared that the 
power of Congress extended to all cases where it 
was necessary to facilitate commerce among the 
States. He wished to ask the gentleman whether 
he understood the resolution to extend to cases of 
a local and not purely of a national character ? 

Mr. HUNT replied that every gentleman would 
judge for himself of the extent ae power granted 
to Congress by the Constitution to regulate com- 
merce among the States. In his opinion, the 
power extended to all cases where it was necessary 
to protect commerce among the States, whether 
the rivers were large or small, but it did not extend 
to purely local works. 

As to the duty of this Government to exercise 
this power, there was a difference of opinion; but 
he believed there was a majority of the House, 
and of the country, who were prepared to declare 
their opinions in favor of this also. But he would 
not take up the time of the House. 

He had a single word to say in reference to the 
third resolution, which had been objected to by | 


it was disrespectful to the President of the United | 
States. It would be remembered, that at the open- 
ing of the session, the President had thought it his 
duty to send a message to this House, with the 
bill passed by the last Congress, containing his 
reasons for refusing to give his assent to that bill. 
Itcould not have been supposed by the President 
that this Congress would take any action on that 
specific bill; there was an end of it, and the power 
of Congress was exhausted when the President 





object in sending it here was, to make up an issue 
with Congress, and (if anything was hoped to be 
secured) to control the action of Congress. That 
message had been referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and for what purpose? According to 
the view taken by the committee, it was incumbent 

on them to express, in proper form, their dissent | 


had refused his assent to the bill; and the only 


trom the message; and the resolution simply de- 
clared that the reasons assigned by the President 
Were insufficient and unsatisfactory. The Com- 
mittee on Commerce felt them to be unsatisfactory. | 


He believed they were unsatisfactory, not only ] 
Congress, but the country; and he thought, upon || 


/by the Constitution. 





the gentleman from Michigan, on the ground that |; 
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had gone out of his way to proclaim in advance 


that he would not give his assent to any measure 
which might be adopted for the protection of our 
national commerce, that it was not only proper on 
the part of Congress, but that it was eminently 
due to themselves and the country to declare their 
sentiments; that it was due to the importance of 
the subject; due to the public opinion of the coun- 
try; and he thought they would fall short of that 
duty if they failed to record, in unequivocal terms, 
that the judgment of the President, as to the consti- 
tutional power of the Goverment, and the objec- 
tions he had assigned to the exercise of that power, 
were not satisfactory, and would not control the 
action of Congress. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, remarked that the 
President of the United States never hesitated to 
declare his opinions of the action of Congress, and 
that he or his friends did not consider that disre- 
spectful, even when done with the direct view to 
influence the action of Congress. ~ 

Mr. HUNT said it was quite as respectful for 
Congress to express their opinion upon the mes- 
sage of the President which had bétn communi- 
cated to them, as it was for the President in ad- 


be. 

As to the fourth resolution, he entirely agreed 
with the gentleman from Michigan, that it was 
entirely within the power of Congress to give its 


assent to the imposition of tonnage duties by any | 


State. That power was given in express terms 


merce—it was not within the meaning and intent 


of the Constitution that Congress should give its | 
| assent in general terms, in advance, to any law a 
Such a course would virtually | 
| abrogate that clause of the Constitution which 
| declared that Congress should give its assent and 
| Surrender up the whole power over tonnage du- 
| ties to the States without prohibition. The clause 


State might pass. 


of the Constitution which conferred this power 
was: 


** No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any 


duty of tonnage, keep troops or ships of war in me of peace, | 


enter into an agreement Or compact with another State, or 
with a foreign Power, or engage in war, unless actually in- 
vaded, or in such imminent danger as will not adinit of de- 
lay.”? 


These several powers stood on the same footing, 


and were grouped together under the same clause | 
| of the Constitution. 


What sort of a proposition 
would it be to give the consent of Congress in ad- 
vance to any State to engage in war or enter into 
a treaty with a foreign Power? 


Mr. McCLELLAND wished to ask the gentle- | 


man whether any agreement or contract with an- 
other State, or with a foreign Power, could be en- 


| tered into by a State previous to obtaining the 


consent of Congress? 
Mr. HUNT replied, Certainly not. The prac- 
tice always had been for the States to make their 


the sanction of Congress that they might know, 


when they gave their assent, what they gave their || 


assent to. The practice with reference to tonnage 
duties had been the same, for several States, time 
after time, had passed laws to impose tonnage du- 
ties. 


Mr. McCLELLAND admitted that was the 


sued. 


not the power, if they pleased to exercise it, to 
give their consent to the States to impose tonnage 
uties, previous to any action by the State upon 
the subject. 
Mr.. HUNT said his own opinion was, that it 
would not be a legitimate and proper exercise of 


the power of Congress to give its consent in ad- | 

tonnage duties by a || 
But he was not tenacious as to the precise || 
If the gentleman | 
objected to that part which declared it to be con- || 
trary to the principles of the Constitution, he | 
would give way to enable him to offer an amend- || 


vance to the imposition o 
State. i 
phraseology of the resolution. 


ment, and submit the question to the sense of the 
House. 


Mr. RHETT, in reference to the remark that | 


all the precedents went to show that Congress had 


never in anticipation given its consent to the impo- || 


sition of tonnage duties by the States, asked wheth- 


& subject of such magnitude, when the President || er the law authorizing the State of Georgia to lay 


what the treaty was. 


assent in general terms to a treaty of which they 
knew nothing. 


vance to advise Congress of what his action would 


But in his opinion—and | 


|| that was the conclusion of the Committee on Com- | 
Mr. HUNT proceeded to say that the first reso- || 


could tend to no useful purpose. 
charge our duty without the necessity of making 
| this expression against the message of December 
| last of the President. 
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tonnage duties for the improvement of the harbor 
| of Savannah did not give the consent of Congress 
in advance of the action of the State? 


Mr. HUNT thought in that particular instance 


the gentleman was correct, although in other cases 

the law had previously been passed by the State 

of Georgia, and submitted to the sanction of Con- 
| gress, 


Mr. RHETT asked whether the Senate had not 


given its consent to treaties in anticipation of their 
being made? 
was unconstitutional? 


And had anybody ever said that 


Mr. HUNT replied that they always knew 
They had never given their 


Mr. RHETT said the gentleman was mistaken. 


The Senate had put down terms not in the treaty, 
and the other party had come up to them, The 
treaty with Mexico, which had 

effect, was an instance. 


now gone into 


Mr. HUNT was not aware that the Senate in 


any instance had given their assent to the forma- 
tion of a treaty without at the same time having 
indicated to them the specific terms and principles 
imbodied in the treaty. 
as to the terms of the resolution, and was willing 
that it should be modified to meet the objection 
raised. 


But he was not tenacious 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, desired to 


ask the gentleman from New York a question. His 
second resolution affirmed the right to make the 
appropriation of money mentioned in the first reso- 
| lution under the constitutional power to regulate 
| commerce, as well as the power to legislate for the 
*“common defence and general welfare :’’ under 
which clause did the gentleman claim the power? 


Mr. HUNT replied that the gentleman was un- 


der an evident misapprehension. The second reso- 
lution affirms nothing as to the origin of the power 
of Congress. 
serted in the first resolution, and it is derived ex- 
clusively from the authority to regulate commerce 
| with foreign nations and among the States. ‘The 
| second resolution may be regarded as a corollary 
from the first. 
| and necessity of a judicious exercise of the power. 
| The authority is not claimed under the general 
clause to which the gentleman objects. 
| tend that the common defence and general welfure 
of the country require the exercise of the consti- 
| tutional power, and the gentleman must determine 
|| for himself whether he will make an issue on that 
proposition. 


The existence of the power is as- 


It simply asserts the expediency 


We con- 


Mr. THOMPSON said he would vote for the 


first resolution, and against the second, because he 
believed the power to make the grant was to be 
found under the constitutional power to regulate 
commerce, and only there. 
the exercise of any such power under these ex- 
| pressions of **common defence and general wel- 
|| fare.”? 
agreements, and then submit them specifically to || 


He would not lose 


The third resolution he would not vote for. It 
We could dis- 


As to the fourth resolution, he was opposed to 


it. He believed it constitutional, and that tonnage 
| duties might be imposed. 
proper course, and all the precedents went to show || 
that was the course which had heretofore been pur- | 
But at the same time there was nothing in | 
that clause which went to show that Congress had | 


Where vessels and 


boats paid no taxes for State purposes, it might be 
a most proper exercise of legislative duty under a 
clear constitutional power to levy such duties, if 
the States should feel disposed to do so. 
opposed to this resolution, which denied the con- 
stitutional right to assent in advance that they 
might be laid. 


He was 


Mr. HUNT would move to amend the fourth 


resolution by striking out the words ‘and con- 
| trary to the principles of the Constitution.” He 
would also propose to amend the fifth resolu- 
tion, but, being informed by the S 
one amendment was in order at a time, waived the 
latter amendment; and, remarking that he believed 
there was no necessity for further debate in order 
to an enlightened and deliberate expression of the 
opinions of this House upon the subject, demand- 
| ed the previous question. 


ker that but 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired if the resolu- 


tions could be divided, so as to take a separate 
vote on each? 


The SPEAKER replied that they could, after 


| the previous question was seconded. 


r. C.J. INGERSOLL. That isall I want, 
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Mr. RHETT expressed his dissatisfaction that 


the chairman of the committee, after making his 
speech and moving an amendment, should demand 
the ee question, but was called to order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, inquired 
if it was in order to move to postpone the resolu- 
tions? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

Mr. RHETT inquired if it was in order to move 
to go into Committee of the W hole on the state of 
the Union; and, being answered affirmatively, he 
made that motion, which was decided in the nega- 
uve: Yeas 78, nays 101. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the question was stated, Shall the main question 
be now put? 

Mr. MeCLERNAND asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and they resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Mevers. Abbott, Ashimun, Barringer, Barrow, 
Belcher, Blanchard, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Butier, Chap- 
man, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Cranston, Crow- 
ell, Crozier, Commins, Darhug., Dickey, Dixon, Donnell, 
Duer, Daniel Dunean, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, 
Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, 
Preedicy, Fulton, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Grinnell, 
Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, 
Hienry, Ehae B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, Hud- 


son, Hoot, Previn, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler 


King, Damel P. King, Wilham T. Lawrence, Leffler, Lin 
eolu, Melivaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Morehead, 
Muti, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Pallrey, Pendleton, Pollock, 
Pre-ton, Patuam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock 
well, Roman, Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Sherrill, 
Silvester, Shiagerland, Caleb B. Smith, Truman Smith, 
Stanton, Stephens, Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, James 
Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, 


Toombs, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, and Wil- | 


son— 100 

NAV S—Mesers. Atkinson, Rayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bird 
sall, Bowdon, Bowln, Boyd. Willian G. Brown, Albert G. 
Brown, Burt, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, 
H..well Cobb, Williamson R.W. Cobb. Collins, Daniel, Dick - 
inson, Faran, Fieklin, Fries, Green, Witlard P. Hall, Haral- 
eon, Harmanson, Harris, Hill, George 8. Houston, Inge, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Iverson, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, 
James H. Johuson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kennon, Lahn, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McCler 
nand, McDowell, MeKay,Job Mann, Miller, Morris, Peaslee, 
Peck, Peyton, Phelps, Pillebury, Rhett, Richardson, Richey, 
Rockhill, Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, 
Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Robert A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, 
‘Turner, Venable, Wallace, Wick, Wiley, Williams, Wil- 
mot, and Woodward—78. 


So the main question was ordered to be now 
punt. 


The amendment moved by Mr. Hunt to the 
fourth resolution—viz: strike out the words ** and 
contrary to the principles of the Constitution’ — 
was agreed to, 

‘The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, called for 
a division of the question, so as to take a separate 


vote on each resolution; and the question was so 
divided. 


The first resolution was agreed to by the follow- 
ing vote: 


YRAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Barrow, Belcher, Bingham, Birdsall, Blanchard, Botts, Bow- 
lin, Boydon, Brady, Buckner, Butler, Canby, Chapman, 
Chinguman, Cocke, Collamer, Collins, Conger, Cranston, 
Crowell,, Crozier, Darling, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Daniel 
Duncan. Dann, Eckert, Edwards, Embree, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Flournoy, Freedley, Fulton, 
Giines, Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Gott, Grinnell, 
Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton, Moses Hamp 
ton, Henry, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hubbard, 
Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenkins, Robert 
W. Johnson, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King, 
Daniel P. King, Lahn, William T, Lawrence, Sidaey Law- 
renee, Leffler, Lincoln, Lynde, Maclay, MeCteliand, Mcll- 
vaine, Job Mann, Horace Mann, Marvin, Morehead, Morris, 
Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, Outlaw, Paifrey, Peck, Pen- 
dieton, Vewie, Peyton, Pollock, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, 
Kiehardson, Juhus Rockwell, John A. Kockwell, Roman, 
Root, Rumsey, St. John, Schenck, Shepperd, Sherrill, Sil- 
vester, Shogeriand, Caleb B. Sauith, Robert Smith, Truman 
Smith, Stanton, Sturkweather, Svephens, Charles bk. Stuart, 
Tatimadge, ‘Taylor, Thibodeaux, James Thompson, Richard 
W. Thompson, Joho B. Thompson, William Thompson, 
Thursten, Turner, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, Wentworth, 
White, and Wilson—128 

NAY S—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Bow- 
don, Boyd, Brodhead, Witham G. Brown, AibeitG. Brown, 
Burt, Chase, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson RW. Cobb, Cummins, Dickinson, Faran, 
Featherston, Ficktin, Fries, Green, Willard P. Hall, Ham- 
mons, Haralson, Harmanson, Harris, Hill, George 8. Hous 
ton, Iverson, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, James H. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kennon, Lord, Lumpkin, MeCle:nand, 


Mc Dowell, McKay, Miller, Peastee, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rhett, | 


Richey, Sawyer, Simpson, Sims, Smart, Thomas, Jacob 
Thompson, Rebert A. Thompson, Venable, Wallace, Wick, 
Wilcy, Williams, and Woodward—o9. 


Mr. TURNER moved to reconsider this vote, | 


stating that he had made the motion to reconsider 
that he might be enabled to give his reasons why 


THE CONGRESSION 


he was opposed to the passage of these resolutions i 
| 


at this time. 


L GLOBE. 


Mr. COBB, after consultation with the gentle- | 


man from Illinois, moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. He intimated, that if this motion 
should be agreed to, the gentleman from Illinois 
would retain the floor for to-morrow. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


| putation of his mileage to the P 
| Agreed to. 


| ** Postmaster General,”’ and insert “* Co 


| posed to allow a mileage of five dollars 


| July 5, 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved i. slillinae 
m 

He was not willing to leave he 


ostmaster Genera] 


Mileage.” 


Mr. LAHM moved an amendment, which pro- 


for ever 


| twenty miles not exceeding three hundred miles 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union, (Mr. Root, of Ohio, in the chair,) on || mileage, and could make more out of it t 


the bill making appropriations for the civil and | 


diplomatic service of the year ending the 30th June, || 


1849. 


vided that no member of either House of Congress, 


sum for mileage than $1,000 for each session, any | 


act of Congress to the contrary notwithstanding. 


| Mr. C. J7 INGERSOLL moved to strike out || 


the proviso, 


said, it must be known to every one that proposi- 


gress. He supposed there was no one who came 


from the most distant part of this Union whose || 
actual expenses exceeded from §100 to $150, and | 


yet there were several members who were in receipt 
of a sum exceeding $2,000. The Committee of 


Ways and Means did not propose to interfere with | 


the mileage of members who received less than |; more direct rapid facilities of communication; and 


$1,000, and that would give to those who received 


that amount some $600 or $800 beyond their actual | 


expenses, 


Mr. VINTON having made a pro forma motion, || 


| and two dollars per twenty miles for a greater dis. 
|| tance. i 


He argued in support of his moti 
tending that they were paid too extray 
Some members received $2,000 and upw 


On, con- 
agantly, 
fards for 
an Other 
e€ and per 
Session, 


gentlemen could make out of their mileag 
diem for the ninety days of the short 


| That he held to be unjust and unequal; nor dig 
The first section appropriated for compensation || 


and mileage of Senators and members of the House || 
| of Representatives and Delegates, $388,440, pro- 


he think that he was entitled to a greater amount 


| of compensation because he came across the moun. 
| tains than a gentleman who lived on the same side 


| of the mountains with the capital. 
after the present session, shail be allowed a larger | 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JAMESON moved a proposition providing 
for the removal of the seat of Government from 
Washington to » for the abolition of mileave 
to members of Congress, and the withholding of 
their per diem compeneation if absent, unless de- 


|| tained by sickness of themselves or families. He 


tions had, at various times, been made to regulate || argued that while the Capitol remained here the 


the payment of the mileage of members of Con- || 


present mileage should be continued, it being the 
resnit of the compromise made on that subject in 
1816 or 1817. He justified the excess of mileage 
received by distant members, by the peculiar dis. 


| advantages which they suffered of loss of business, 


Ir. McKAY submitted an amendment, the pur- | 


port of which wasto direct the Postmaster General || minutes, upon several other points. 


to revise the table of distances of post routes, and 


that the mileage of members be paid according to |) 
He said he believed several of the | 
State Legislatures had instructed their Senators | 


| section of the country at least, there was any clamor 
and requested their Representatives to give their || 


| among the people at the present compensation, and 
assistance to a correction of the enormous irregu- || 
+ larities which existed, and he thought the time had | 
The law of 1818 was || 
passed when there were not one-fourth the facili- || 


such routes. 


come to put a stop to them. 


ties for travelling that they now possessed by the 
construction of railroads and steamboats. With 
the per diem he did not propose to interfere. 
Some conversation ensued on the relevancy of 
| theamendment and its admissibility, and ultimatel 


it was accepted by Mr. C, J. INGERSOLL as a | 


modification of his motion. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. BOWLIN offered a long amendment to the | 


amendment, which was designed to provide for the 


they might be absent from the House. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GREEN proposed an amendment to the 
amendment, by striking out ** the nearest post 


routes,” and inserting ** the most usual routes of | 


travel.’’ 
and indefinite, and it should be corrected and 
made plain. He did not subscribe to the positions 


At present (he said) the rule was vague | 


| of gentlemen, that western members received too | 
much for mileage, for the disadvantages under | 


which they labored should be taken into consid- 
eration. ‘They had to endure privations in trav- 


members were not called upon to sustain, and they 
could not return to their homes in case of the sick- 


ing operations, or such as were lawyers to attend 


States near the seat of Government, and hence it 


was but just that they should receive a larger | 


amount, 
The amendment was negatived. 
Mr. RHETT made a pro forma motion, that he 


inability to return home, &e., whieh was not the 


case with members who resided nearer, or within 


said that the western people were the poorest paid 
of any who rendered public services. He ascribed 
to demagogism the clamor that was raised upon 
this subject of mileage; and touched, in his five 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. VENABLE (upon an amendment moved 


_and subsequently withdrawn) denied, that in his 


maintained that it was no more than a man who 
was fit to be a member of Congress oughit to 
receive. 

Mr. HENLEY moved to amend the proviso by 
reducing the limitation from $1,000 to $500. He 
maintained the injustice of the present rate of mile- 
age, and instanced several cases of its gross ine- 
quality. He denied that it was demagogism to 
take this side of the question, and threw back the 
charge upon those who made it. He contended 
that the matter should be regulated upon rules of 
justice, and regardless of any idea that by main- 


' taining the present mileage the Capitol would be 
payment of services actually rendered, and to de- || 


prive members of their per diem for such days as || of the West determined it should be removed, this 


matter of mileage would be but a feather in the 
| scale of their decision. 


continued at Washington. Whenever the people 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JAMESON moved to increase the sum to 
$2,600, and replied—under frequent checks from 
the Chair for transcending the limits allowed for 


| debate—to Mr. HENLEy. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MEADE moved to raise the amount to 
$1,500; and expressed his opinion rather in favor 
of the increase than of the reduction of the com- 


|| pensation given to members. 
elling to the seat of Government which the eastern || 


The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WICK offered an amendment, the effect of 


| which was to reduce the per diem of members of 
ness of their families, or to superintend their farm- || 


Congress to $5 after the first three months of any 


| session, and to allow but half mileage at special 
to the business on circuit, as could gentlemen from | 


sessions. Rejected. , 
He briefly argued that such a reduction of the 
per diem compensation would greatly tend to pro- 


|| mote the despatch of business and shorten the du- 
|| ration of the sessions, and that the compensation 


might say that this rate of mileage was a condition | 


on which the capital was allowed to remain on one || 
If it were not so, the great || 


side of the Union. 


West would have the capital removed to the other | 


side of the mountains. o 
turn to their homes in two days, and some even in 


ject of demagogism. 


Some gentlemen could re- | 


he proposed for extra sessions would be sufficient, 
being in addition to ordinary compensation. 
The amend ment was rejected. 


Mr. W. T. LAWRENCE moved an amend- 


| ment to do away entirely with the per diem com- 


pensation of members, leaving to their constituents 


_to make up by private subscription whatever 


two hours, while the gentlemen from Illinois or | é . 
Arkansas could not get home in less than two || to, in addition to the present mileage. omy 
weeks; and he hoped this would cease to be a sub- | 


amount they considered them respectivel entitled 


explained and enforced the propriety of the amend- 


| ment; and it was rejected. 
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